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30.4. 1986 with A and other co-owners of property — Co-owners construct- 
ing a residential property and agreeing to sell a portion of building to S 

— Agreement providing possession of property to be given on payment 
of entire consideration — Agreement further providing building to be 
delivered to S or his nominee within a period of three years on payment 
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Acqulaltlon of property by Central Govt. — Govt, acquiring property 

— Order of purchase made — Before giving possession order challenged 
in writ petition — Stay made absolute — Subsequently delivered possession 
to Appropriate Authority and payment of Rs. 16 lakhs made to verulors 

— Assessee claiming directions contained in the case of C.B. Gautam 






8 


iraSEX TO VCAJL^ 126 


(VoLW 


iq^)llcabie — Pre-emptive order made by Appropriate Authority quashed 

Matter remitted to consider In accordance with law In die ll^t of 

prlhcipies enunciated In C.B. Gautam's case. Income-tax Act, 1961 — - 
Section 269-UD. [Shvam Inveitments os. Appropriate Authorltp (MadJ] 
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made of gold, silver or other precious metal a part of JeweQery even for 
A.Ys. 1966-67 to 1971-72. Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Section 5(1) (vlli), 
Explanation to Section 5(l)(viH). [CWT vs. Suresh Mohan Thakur (Pat.)] 
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Assesement — ITO adding Rs. 3,43,014 being amount of cash brought 
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of cheque — Assessee contending that although expenses and payments 
recorded on 31.3.1982 but cheques cashed only on 2.4.1982 and after- 
wards for disbursement of expenses — Claim of the assessee disallowed 

— Held, neither Tribunal nor ITO gone Into accounting system adopted 

by the assessee — Instead of debiting expenses to P&L account and making 
payment later, assessee Issuing cheques though cashed later — Deduction 
of expenses allowable. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 143. IKamal Kumar 
Saharla vs. CTT (Gau.)] 211 

Bad debt — Assessee bank advzmclng certain loans — Loans not paid — ^ 
Assessee obtaining decree — After scrutiny assessee coming to the conclusion 
amount not recoverable — Amount written off as bad debt — Held, honest 
Judgment on the part of the assessee when the debts were written off — 
Assessee had reasonable belief debt could not be realised and hence Justified 
In writing off. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 36(2). [CIT vs. Algemene 
Bank Netharland fCal.M 307 

BenamI Transactions (Prohibition) Act, 1988 — Suits filed prior tc 
coming Into operation of the said Act — Held, Sections 4(1) and 4(2) canno 
be pressed In service as a defence to benaml holders In connection wltl 
suits filed prior to coming into operation of these sections — Further held 
the sa^ sections not a declaratory provision and not api^lcable retrospec 
ttvely. Benaml Transactions (Prohibition) Act, 1988 — Sections 4(1) & 4(2) 
fR. Rajagopal Reddy vs. Padmlnl Chandrasekharan (SC)] 376 

Business expenditure — Assessee claiming deduction of contingen 
liability belitg difference in cane price actually paid and the one fixed b 
Govt. — Assessee not accepting the order of the Govt. — High Cpurt stayinj 
Govt, order Govt, filing appeal before Supreme Court — Held, llabtlit 
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being {{uainttfMaltouA — in^vlew of tibe|udlginent<tfiiM&i|M«me Court, 
no question erf law arose. Im»iiie*tax Act, 1961 — Sections 37 & 25609. 
[CIT t». H's Swamp Vegetabh Producla/(AiL} 28 

BcMlneae expentUtura — Asaesaee engaged in taMng prop c lt^ on lease 
and letting them out on tent — PtoBt earned tuted as faweriness income 

— In tenns (rf an agreement betweei assessee and another party part of 

the premises sublef — SuUetee handing ouer possession to anodier party 
bi consideratkm of loan of Rs. 10,00,000 — SuWetee revdking tenancy 
Of third party — Assessee obtaining vacant possesion from third party by 
makbig certabi payments — One vacancy property let out at a much higher 
rent to bank — Assessee dabnbig payment made to the subletee as business 
expenditure — Claim of the assessee disallowed by revenue — Assessee’s 
claim accepted by Tribunal — Held, no privity of contract between assessee 
and the third party — Continuance of lease with third party detriment to 
tfie business of assessee — No new asset or addition of enduring nature 
obtabied by assessee by makbig payment — Payment allowable as revenue 
expenditure. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37. [CIT us. Auto Distribu- 
tors Ltd. (Cal.)} 233 

Busineee expenditure — Assessee incurring expenditure ori current 
repairs of guest house — Qabn disallowed u/s 37(4) — Held, expenditure 
allowable u/s 30 — Such expenditure would not fall u/s 37. Income-tax 
Act, 1961 — Sections 30, 37(1) and 37(4). [CJT us. Maharana Mills Ltd. 
(Gu}.)I 115 

Buelnees expenditure — Assessee incurring expenses on repair of 
approach road & resurfacing of kachha road Inside factory premises — 
Held, expenses allowable as revenue expenditure. Income-tax Act, 1961 

— Action 37(e). |C/T us. Chemaux Ltd. (Bom.) 112 

Business expenditure — Company bitroduclng scheme entitling employ- 
ees to encash leave — Accrued leave reserve created and each year’s liability 
credited based on leave entitlement of every emplt^ee — Assessee claiming 
deduction of dre llabilit^' — Held, encashment of leave salary possible cm 
happening of certabi events — Reserve nothing but contingent liability and 
not ascertained llablillty — Amount not deductible. Income-tax Act, 1961 

— Section 37(1). [CIT us. Bharat Earth Movers Ltd. (Kar.)} 42 

Business expenditure — Entertabiment expenses — Assessee incurring 
expenditure on proi^dtng meals to up-country customers — Expenditure 
disallowed by ITO — AAC holding expenses not levish, a bare necessity 
and allowing the same — Tribunal confirming order of AAC — High Court 
agreeing with the order of Tribunal •— Held, expenses incurred prior to 
bisertion of Explanation 2 to sub-section (2A) retrospectively w.e.f. 1-4- 
1976 allowable and not in the nature oi entertainment expenses, kicpme- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 37(2A). Explanation 1 & 11 to sub-section (2A) 
of section 37. [CIT os. Patel Brothers & Co. Ltd. (SOI 393 



10 


index to volume 126 


IVoL 126 


tfxpcndltttn - Legal charges paid by assessee for oblalnlng 
advice of Solicitor regarding dilution of shareholdings to give effect to 
provisions of FERA — Claiming expenditure as revenue expenditure — 
Further expenditure Incurred on presentation of wrtst watches to selected 
employees — Also claiming the same as business expenditure — Assessee 
Incurring expenditure In connection wltii proceedings under the Act ITO 
disallowing payment In excess of Rs. 5,000/- in view of provisions of section 
gOVV — Held, expenditure regarding dilution of shareholdings a capital 
expenditure — Expenditure Incurred in connection with the presents on 
wrist watches wholly and exclusively laid out for the purpose of business, 
hence allowable — Expenditure not connected with advice In respect of 
specified proceedings under the Act but general in nature — Provisions 
of section SOW not applicable, hence allowable. Income-tax Act, 1961 
—Sections 37(1) and SOW. [CITus. Hai/ward WaldiaRefinervLtd. (Cal.)} 

461 

Business expenditure — Retrenchment compensation and notice pay 
paid to employees — Payment made in accordance with the agreement 
under voluntary retirement scheme — Held, expenditure allowable. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 37. [CIT us. Sri Ramavilas Service Ltd. (Mad.)} 

363 

Capital gain — Assessee claiming while computing Income under head 
capital gain deduction u/s SOT be allowed first and thereafter deduction 
to be allowed u/s 54E — Held, deduction u/s 54E to be allowed first and 
thereafter deduction u/s SOT. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 48, 54E 
& SOT. (CfT os. Sarda Trading Corporation fGou.)) 104 

Capital gains — Assessee acquiring lease hold rights In property — 
Assessee surrendering leasehold rights and receiving cash and also In 
exchange another property as owner — Held, assessee not Incurring any, 
cost for acquiring leasehold rights — Consideration received by It on 
surrender of rights could not be subjected to long term capital gain. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 2(14) and 48. (Martin Burn Ltd. vs. CIT (Cal.)] 

66 

Capital gains — Assessee holding property mortgaged to bank against 
loans — Property sold with prior permission of bank for Rs. 10.34 lakhs 
Out of sale consideration as per agreement Rs. 9 lakhs paid to barik 
— Assessee claiming capital gain to be computed only on Rs. 1.34 lakhs 
Amount paid to bank to be reduced — Held, amount spent for discharge 
on mortgage not liable to be deducted In computation of capital gains. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 Section 48. (Mahamood Ibrahim Salt vs. ITO 
(Ker.)l . 

Capital gains — Partner contributing plot of land as his contribution 
of capital in partnership firm. — ^ Revenue treating the same as transfer 
liable to capital gains —Held, contribution of plot of land by partner a transfer 
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— Transfer not charg<»A)le to capital gains, faicome-tax Act, 1961 — 
Sections 2(47) & 45. \Ram Chander A^arwal vs. CIT (DelhljH 92 

Cittbltlfig of Income — Assessee owning certain properties toin% with 
' his tMTolher — Assessee gifting his l/3rd share to two sons of nls brottter 

— On the same day assessee‘s brother transferring his l/3rd ^re to 
assessee's wife — Araessee’s wife selling the property and depositing the 
amount with the assessee — ITO Including die interest paid to the wife 
in the assesnnent of assessee — Held, provisions of Section 64 applicaUe 
to such transfer — Amount rightly taxed In die hands of die assessee. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 64. (CIT os. Mehmoodmlan A. Topiwala (GuJ.)} 

348 

Clubbing of income — Assessee creating trust for the benefit of minor 
son — Trust deed providing benefit to be passed on to the son only after 
his attaining age of 21 years — Trustees prohibited to pay any money, 
confer any benefit or transfer any asset to their beneficiaiy unless attaining 
such age — Revenue including dividend Income in the hands of the father 

— Held, no income accrued to the minor and dividend income not taxable 

in the hands of the assessee. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 64(l)(v). 
[Crr vs. T.G.K. Raman (Mad.)} 127 

Clubbing of income — Assessee creating trusts for benefit of minor 
children — Trusts created in pursuance of minors giving up their right in 
properties as a result of compromise in court — Assessee claiming income 
accruing to minors their individual income and not to be clubbed with income 
of father — Assessee also contending Section 64(1A) inserted by Finance 
Act, 1992 ultra vires — Held, provisions of section 64(1A) not ultra vires 
Article 14 and Entry 82 of List I of the 7th Schedule of the Constitution 

— Writ petition dismissed. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 64 (lA). 

Constitution of India — Article 14 and Entry 82 of List I of the 7th Schedule. 
fSyed Askari HadI All Augustine Imam vs. UOI (Pat.)} 163 

Computation of income from property — Assessee a co-owner in the 
property — Each co-owner claiming separate statutory allowance menticxied 
in section 23(2) — Revenue holding statutory allowance to be allowed only 
once and thereafter income to be distributed amongst the co-owners — 
Held, each co-owner entitled to deduction as claimed. Income-tax Act, 1961 

— S^tion 23(2). ICIT os. Bljov Kumar Almal (SC)] 70 

Computation of net weahh — Assessee showing municipal taxes payable 
as liabilities — Liabilities allowed — Revenue holding that these llabUities 
utilised by way of loans advanced and deposits in banks and for acquiring 
shares — Holding these deposits and investments as debts secured on house 
property and therefore liable to be included in total wealth under clause 
fviii) of Section 40(3) of Finance Act 1983 — Tribunal holding these assets 
not covered and as such addition made unjustified — Held, the view taken 
by the Tribunal correct — Said amounts could not be assessed to 
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wealth-tax. Wealth-tax Act. 1957 —Section 40 of Finance A<^, 1983. ICWT 
M. Champa Properties Ltd. (CaL)I ^38 

of delay — Aaseasee filing returns thowliig tosses ^ 
Assessment completed cx-parte on Incomes — No application u/s 146 hied 
— aT(A) deciding appeals in limine as time barred — Assessee approaching 
OT for revision — Revision application late by four months — Rewirion 
petitions dismissed as barred ^ llmitatlwi — Order challenged in writ — ' 
Held, the decision of CIT in not consideiing the prayer for condonattoa 
of d el a y — Liberal approach in the matter of condonation of delsq^ to be 
taken — Matter send back to CfT for decision on merits. Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 264. {M/s Parijat Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. vs. ITO& Others 
{MP)\ 156 

Constitutional validity of Jammu ft Kashmir Hotel (AmeiUtles ft 
Services) Tariff Taxation Act, 1980 — Assessee contending levy of 
tax on gross receipts and therefore tax on income falling under Entry 82, 
List I, Schedule VII of Gjnstitution of India — High Court rejecting assessee's 
plea — Held tax leviable irrespective of the consideration whether hotel 
keeper earns any income or not — Levy of amenities and services provided 
by hotel keeper to its customers — Falls within the legislative competence 
of the State. Constitution of India — Schedule VII, Entry 62, List U and 
Entry 82, List I. {East India Hotels Ltd. & Anr. etc. etc. vs. State of 
Jammu & Kashmir & Anr. etc. etc. (SC)} 288 

Dedcutions — Assessee engaged in processing and sale of precious stones 

— Deduction claimed uy(s 35-B(l}(a) on the ground of small scale exporter 

— Claim not allowed by the revenue — Allowed by the Tribunal — Held, 
no document to show assessee himself manufacturing or processing precious 
stones — Precious stones got processed/manufactured through labour on 
the basis of work — Assessee not entitled to weighted deduction. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 35-B(l){a). {CIT vs. M/s Pink Jewellers (Raf.)} 

46 

Deduction — Assessee claiming while computing profit u/s 80 J and 80HH 
profits from new industrial undertakings are commercial profits — Held, 
profits as computed in the manner laid down u/s 80AB as if each industrial 
undertaking separate to be considered. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 
80J, 80-HH and 80AB. {CIT vs. H.M.T. Ltd. (No. 1) {Kar.)J 118 
Deductions — Assessee claiming deduction u/s 80J from profits and gains 
on newly established undertaking — Assessee claiming while computing 
capital employed value of assets and capital used for scientific research to 
be added — Revenue negativing the claim of the assessee — Held, deduction 
u/s 80J to be computed including the value of capital assets employed for 
scientific research. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 80J. {CIT us. H.M.T. 
Ltd. (No. 1) (Kar.)] 22 g 

D«luctiona — Assessee claiming relief u/s 80-1 in respect of its unit 
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engaged In priortty 4ndu«b!y — ITO deducting propottonatefinana^ig agency 
conmiiiMon from proftts before woridng out relief y/s SO-f ~ Hdd, 
proportionate manglng agency ocunmlsslcm cotdd be deducted Ip computing 
profits and gains attrlbutirible to priori^ bcfaistiy for grantli^ ded^tion 
u/s 8(H. faicome-tax Act, 1961 — Section 8(H. {CTT m. JiyaJeerao Cotton 
Mills Ltd. 4CaUJ 445 

Deducttone — Assessee claindng to have set up new Industrial undertatog 

— Assessee claiming the new unit set up with altogether new buUdtog and 
fresh capital investments — Also datming number of chemists mid workmen 
employed in toe unit — Qaim of the assessee rejected on toe ground toat 
in toe balance sheet no bifurcation to show whkto plant imd machineries 
Installed for new unit — CITfA) holding re-construction of exiting business 

— Claim accepted by Tribunal and finding recorded about installation of 
new machinery — Held, the findings arrived by the T ribund not c<xitroverted 

— Tribunal rightly allowing claim of toe assessee. Income-tax Act, 1961 

— Section 80J. (CIT vs. Walter Bushnell (P) Ltd. (Cal.)} 142 

Depreciation — Assessee a trader in stones — Two trucks owned for 
transportation of stones from mines to the depot as well as to toe customers 

— Occasionally trucks hired out to a sister concern — Assessee claiming 

depreciation at 40% — Held, hiring of trucks to sister concerns occasionally 
not a business of hiring — Trucks mainly engaged in transportation of stones 
sold by the assessee — Not entitled to depreciation at 40%. Income-tax 
Act, 1961 — Section 32. Income-tax Rules, 1962 — AiH>cndix I. ICIT 
vs. M/s Sardar Stones, Kota (Raj.)] 175 

DcprecUrtion — Assessee entering into an agreement with a sister company 
to acquire their know-how and drawings for manufacturing certain products 

— Paying lump sum amount — Amount paid added to cost df machinery 

— Revenue holding the said amount not to be arkted to the cost of madtlnery 

for the purpose of depredation — Held, technical know-how in toe form 
of drawing and design and so also travelling expenses in coruiection with 
the same to be added for determining actual cost — Assessee entitled to 
depreciation on the total cost. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sectimr 43(1). [CIT 
us. Peas Industrial Engineers (P.) Ltd. (GuJ.)J 333 

Depreciation — Assessee owning certain trucks — Trucks under repair 
throughout the accounting period — Trucks used in Ixisineas prior to repairs 
and after repairs — Assessee claiming depreclatkm — Held, assessee entitled 
to depreclaticm — Trucks continue to be used for business. Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 32. [CIT vs. G.N. Agrawal (Bom.)} 64 

Depreciation — Determination of actual cost — Assessee receiving capital 
subsidy under Central Investment Sitosldy Scheme for setting up unit in 
bacjkward area — Revenue subtrKting the same frcxn the cost of assets 

— Tribunal h<^ng subsidy neither taxaUe nor to be reduced from the cost . 
of assets -r- Held, subsidy not granted for any specific asset — Subsidy 



14 


INDEX TO VOLUME 126 




maln^ an incentive to set up industry in backward areas — Subsl^ amount 
not to be reduced from cost of assets for purposes of depreciation. InctMne- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 43(1). ICIT vs. Raoai Papers Ltd. fCal.^J59 


Disallowance of cxpenditufc — A director in a company altering into 
an agreement with a comprany to act as an adviser and consultant for 
rendering services for promotion of sales of Boeing Aircrafts — Director 
being paid remuneration for acting as adviser and consultant rendering 
specific and valuable services — Revenue disallowing claim u/s 40(c) — 
Held, a director can have transaction with a company in the capacity other 
than a director ~ Payment made for specific eind valuaUe services rendered 
— Provisions of sections 40(c) not applicable. Income-tax Act, 1961 — 
Section 40(c). fCIT us. R.M. Investment & Trading Co. (P) Ltd. (Cal.)) 

12 


Entertainment expenditure — A.Y. 1976-77 — Assessee claiming ex- 
penditure incurred on messing and tea supplied to staff and visitors not 
to be entertainment expenditure — Held, expenditure not on a lavish scale 
and allowable and not hit by section 37(2)(b). Income-tax Act, 1961 — 
Section 37{2){b). [CIT us. Maharana Mills Ltd. (Guj.)] 115 


Exclusion of estate from principal estate — LiabUlty to tax — Deceased 
a member of the HUF House owned by the HUF — Partly occupied 
by deceased Other co-parceners living outside — Revenue including share 
of other co-parceners in the self-occupied portion in the estate of the 
deceased for rate purposes — Held, share of other lineal decedents liable 
to be included in the estate of the deceased for rate purposes. Estate Duty 
Act, 1953 — Section 34(l)(c). (CED vs. S.S. Mehta, Kota (Raj.)} 173 
^emption from tax — Assessee a tmst claiming exemption u/s 11 — 
Object of the trust property both charitable and religious activities — ITO 
refusing exemption holding provisions of Section 13(l)(b) applicable in cases 
n ® - AAC holding provisions of Section 

f ~ dismissing appeal of revenue - Held, 

Action l^llfb) applies only to trusts purely for charitable purposes — 
^sessee being charitable as well as religious trust entitled to exemption 

iiA 99 Mai/T k Assessee claiming exemption 

22 - Hdd business carried by firm is business carried tj Da3 - 

Ass^stc entitled to exemptfon. Income-tax Act 1961 — Section 22 iriT 
vs. Rabindranath Bhol (On.)) ’ section 22. (CIT 

Extension of time to file the return — AY a i. 

for extension filed late — Penaltv for lat® nu t Application 

rourt — *^^ity tor late fUing of return deleted bv Hioh 

period for filing return allowed^^uA ?39(2^^^^ 
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extension of time valid — Penalty for late rightly dieted. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 139(2)- ICIT oi. Ajanta Electricals, Punjab etc. 
(SOI 203 

lOndu undivided family — Assessee deriving remuneration as director 
of a ccxnpany — Prior to OMiversion of company a p«1ner in the firm 

— Film ocmverted to company — All the funds invested by the compahy 

— Articles of association appointing assessee as managing director for life 

— Assessee claiming Income to be taxed in his individual hand — Held, 

income received vrith the aids of funds of HUF — Income rightly taxed 
in the hands of the HUF. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 4. [Balak Ram 
(HUF) us. err (Del.)] 125 

HUF — Assessee filing return in the status of HUF — Only wife having 
taxable Income — Revenue taxing the assessee as specified HUF — Assessee 
claiming wife of karta not a oo-parcener — Rates applicable as to a rion- 
specifled HUF — Held, the word used in the Schedule I provides taxing 
of HUF as specified where at least one member has taxable wealth — The 
lady hot a co-parcener but all the same member of HUF — Liable to be 
taxed as specified HUF. Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Schedule I, Part I. [Kushal 
Chand Sharma us. CWT (Ra}.)] 325 

HUF — Shrf Raghubir Slnghji (S) Inheriting property of late Maharaja 
Rajendrasinghji (F) — Death of Maharaja after coming into force Hindu 
Succession Act, 1956 — Son inheriting the property contending the income 
of the HUF and not of individual — Further contending rule of primogeniture 
not applicable to the estate — Held income arising from the said property 
after death of F, Income of HUF of S — No evidence on record to show 
rule of primogeniture applicable to the estate — Income arising from 
property to the extent of the Income that arose from S’s Interest in the 
property as heir of F under the Hindu Succession Act to be assessed as 
income of individual of S. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 4. Hindu 
Succession Act, 1956 — Sections 6 & 8. ICIT vs. H.H. Rajendrasinghji 
Maharaja of Rajpipla (Bom.) 1 

Income deemed to accrae or arise in India — Agreement for avoldeuice 
of double taxation between India and France — French firm setting up plant 
for Indian company — Assessee seeking permission to remit money — ITO 
passing order u/s 195(2) to deduct tax on 50% remittance at 20% and 
on balance 50% at 40% — Assessee filing appeal — Tribunal holding no 
tax payable by French firm — Held, in the case of conflict between double 
tax avoidance agreement and the Act, provisions of double tax avoidance 
to prevail — In the event of Act being favourable, the provisions of Act 
being applicable — The option with the assessee — Matter remanded to 
Tribunal to consider the scope of technical and engineering services to be 
provided — Not possible to decide the matter regarding taxability til! the 
finding arrived by the Tribunal. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 9(l){vil) 
and 90. Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement between Indian Govt, and 
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Bench Govt Circt^r of CBDT No. 333 dated 2.4.1982. fC/Tut. Hindu^an 
Paper Corpn. Ltd. (Cal.)] 182 

Indiietrlai company — Assessee running hotel — Ha\rtng more than 50% 
income from manufacture of eataUes, food amd drinks — Qidniins to be 
Industrial company — Held, assessee carrying on manufacture or processing 
of goods — Entitled to benefits of Irrdustrlal company. Finance Act, 1982 
— Section 2{7)(c). /S.P. Jalsuwf Estates (P.) Ltd. us. CIT (Cdf,)i 312 

Kerala ^rlcultural IncomaHlax — Estimate of Income — Assessment 
completed after Inspection report — No objection raised at pre-assessment 
stage against findings recorded In inspection report — Assessmentconflrmed 
in appeal and In revision — Held, evidentiary value of inspection report 
not to be minimised — No application moved b^ore AAC against Inspection 
report — Order of Board of Revenue based on cogent material — Appeal 
dismissed. Kerala Agricultural Income-tax Act, 1950. (E.K. Jose us. Add/. 
Agricultural Income-tax Officer & Ors. (Ker.)J 358 


Levy of Interest — Return filed as registered firm —Assessment completed 
— Assessee having paid more tax and advance-tax — Ultimately assessment 
resulting in a refund — Revenue charging Interest u/s 139(8) treating the 
firm as unregistered — Held, since tax paid was more than tax levied, no 
Interest chargeable — Firm not to be treated as unregistered. Income-tax 
Act, 1961 — Section 139(8). /CIT us. M/s Shiv & Brothers fJ1aJ.)J319 


Levy of interest — Interest charged for penalties u/ss 234A, 234B and 
234C for late filing of return and non-payment of advance tax — Assessee 
moving Assessliig Officer for waiver of Interest — Revenue contending no 
petition for waiver of interest maintainable — Held, assessee at Ubcrty to 
move concerned authority and/or C.B.D.T. for appropriate relief. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 - Sections 234A, 234B and 234C. Constitution of India 
— Article 226. [R. Raghavan vs. ACIT (Mad.)) 113 

^bUlty of directors to pay tax - A. Ys. 1965-66 to 1968-69 - Section 
179 amended In 1975 — Held, section 179 prior to amendment applicable 
orjly where company went in liquidation - Recovery of taxes from director 
relating to pre-arnendment period when company not gone in liquidation 

^ ‘»«»»*«rrlng certain land to company 
•Uotted to different members and partly for^h 

^ chaUcnglng the deed on the groundftat M not 

^paWe^transferrmgtheproperty-Assesseec^^ 

^sferring po^sion of land to four members of the family as tenants- 
and relegatog existing tenants to position of sub-tiS^^ 

rehnqulshlng its entire right, title and interest in 
property Revenue assessing Income of property in the hands of the 
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asiKdsee — Held, pmp^ly transfeired by ‘M* va]u^>ie 

coRStderadon Transfer vahd — /Uiy member of dte HUF could not 
invdidate sale by M — Release deed executed by company did not have 
eny consideration bicome from property assessaUe in dw hands of die 
assessee company, brcome-tax Act, 1961 — Section 22. [Lutsinsh Estate 
(P) Ltd. os. CIT (Gau.)] 84 

~ Payment ai Bonus — Assessee paying bonus in excess of Bonus Act 

— No agreement with the labour — Excess bonus paid as a gesture of 
goodwill — Board holding meeting sectioning bonus after the accounting 
year — Held, no liability accrued during the year — Board meeting hdd 
after the close of the company year — No statutory liability for payment 
of excess bonus — Excess bonus rightly disallowed. Income-tax Act, 1961 

— Section 36 (1) (ii). [Bhavnagaf Bone & Fertilizer Co. (P) Ltd. (GuJ.)J 

403 

Penalty tor concesdment — Assessee filing original return for A.Y. 
1953-54 — A.ssessment completed — Assessment reopened u/s 148 — 
Assessee returning same income — ITO making certain additions — Penalty 
for concealment levied — Penalty imposed considering the law as applicable 
on the date of filing of revised return — Held, penalty to be imposed 
u/s 28(l)(c) of 1922 Act and not u/s 271(l)(c) Explanation — Tribunal 
justified in cancelling the penalty — No evidence on record to establish 
beyond doubt that the amount added represented assessee ’s income for 
A.Y. 1953-54. Income-tax Act, 1922 — Section 28(l)(c). Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 271(l)(c). [CIT os. Girlsh Kumar Kotharl {Pat.)J 277 

Penalty for concealment — Assessee filing original return — Raid 
conducted by revenue on business and residential premises of assessee’s 
father — Notice issued u/s 143(2) — Assessee filing revised return declaring 
income of Rs. 26,6 1 1 against income of Rs. 10,951 disclosed in the original 
return — Addition of Rs. 2,000 made — Notice for concealment issued 

— Assessee pleading In view of revised return, penalty not to be levied 

— Held, revised return filed after concealment detected — Revised return 

not treated as voluntary return — Penalty rightly levied. Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 271C. INandlal Kanalyalal vs. CIT (Gu}.}\ 107 

Penalty — Assessee falling to pay advance fax nor filing any estimate — 
Assessee given show cause notice — Assessee claiming adv 2 mce tax not 
paid and estimate not filed since proper advice not received from his tax 
consultant — No explanation rendered and no supporting details filed before 
rrO or before CITfA) — Held, not a reasonable cause — Penalty rightly 
levied. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 209 & 273. [Eastern Colls (P) 
Ltd. os. CIT (Cal.)l 55 

Pemdby — Firm filing return late — Advance tax paid covering entire tax 
assessed — Rev^ue charging interest for late filing of return treating the 
firm as URF — Held, penalty to be calcidated on tfie basis of tax payable 
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by RF <— ^ce the entire tax paid as registered firm, penaify coidd not 
be cakulated by treating the firm as unregistered. Income-tax Act, 1961 
~ Section 271(lMa). (OT vs. PermUla Singh & Co. (Ori.)J 158 
Plant — Meaning of — Massive reinforced concrete structure designed 
to take up loads — Assessee contending structure to be a i^ant — Hdd, 
such a structure ‘plant* within the meaning of Section 43(3) of the Income- 
tax Act. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 43(3). [CIT vs. R.G. Ispat Ltd. 

m.)l 180 

Power ot the Tribunal — Assessee claiming weighted deduction before 
Crr(A) for the first time — CtT(A) refusing assessee to raise additional ground 

— Tribunal admitting additional ground — Remanding the matter to CIT(A) 

— Held, Tribunal Justified in admitting additional ground. Income-tax Act, 

1961 — Section 35B. [CIT vs. C. Sekharan (Her.)} 361 


Powers of lAC/DC — Assessing Officer completing assessment u/s 143(3) 
— Profit arising out of amalgamatlori of ‘E’ Company with ‘V’ Company 
not taxed — Levying tax on capital gains and Income from rent — Assessee 
filing appeal — Appellate authority issuing directions to Assessing Officer 
to recompute capital gains — Assessment reframed — Assessing Officer 
sending order to lAC for direction u/s 144(A) — lAC directing surplus arising 
from amalgamation to be taxed — Held, matter of taxability of surplus already 
decided in original assessment — Assessing Officer cannot travel beyond 
the directions issued by appellate authority — "ower of lAC u/s 144(A) 
not to extend jurisdiction of ITO — Such powers only meant for guidance 
Direction of the lAC invalid. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 144(A) 
[CIT as. The Mahindra & Company (RaJ.)J 320 

Prosecution — Assessee fihng return showing agricultural Income and 
claiming loss on purchase of leasehold rights of a film — Assessing Officer 
holding no agricultural operation carrted and also disallowing loss holding 
he same to collwlve — Prosecution started — Additions deleted by 
iribunal "- Held, the very basis oj' prosecution against concealment of 
mcorne nullified — No offence committed as made out by revenue — 

27 w!d^rr 1961 — Sections 276C and 

277. [ACIT vs. Poorna Cine Theatre (R) Ltd. & Others fA.P.}J 337 

T showing sales of goods sent on commission after 

l^slsfa^Ll "Sents - For A.Ys. 1987-88 and 

«>inufn { Ke ^ confirmation received in the month of March but sales 

the course of assessment as^te 
~ Assessment 

rZl . ‘^Tribunal - Held, no wilful attempt Tthe part of the 
Act not Ingredients of offence u/s 276C of the 

1961 — Sections 27*6C&^7"7**^/Trr ‘dismissed. Income-tax Act, 
(A P.)} ^ Biscuit Works & Ors. 

225 
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ProMcption — Assessing Officer finding assessee accepting cash loans 
Rs. 17,600/- on 24.6.1988, 40,000/- on 6.9.1988, 12,000/- on 
1.10.1986 and 10,000/- on 13,6.1988 — I^^ecutlon pjroceedlngs for 
offences u/s 276-PD read with Section 276^ launched — Petitlohers 
ai^roadring High Court for quashing proceedings — Maip gtotund taken 
after amendment w.e.f. 1.4.1989, triolations of {xrovlsitms of Section 
269-T no more penal — Held, offences committed prior to amendment 

— Penal i»rovlsions existent when offences committed — Prosecution ri^tly 

invoked. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 269-T, 276-DD and 278-B, 
im Amrit Lai & Co. & Ors, us. ITO (P&H)] 328 

Proeecutfcm — Search of premises of an employee of the company — 
Cash seized during die course of search operations — Fixed deposit receipts, 
blajik cheques and transfer advices seized from His possession — Mzmage- 
ment finding that employee withdrawing certain amounts from the account 
of the company and not accounted for in the books — Employee committing 
criminal breach of trust — Application made by company to release cunency 
find other investment on stmerdarl — Assessee’s application dismissed by 
Chief Judicial Magistrate — Company appealing befcxre Additional Sessions 
Judge and depiartment also filing application for direi^on to trial court to 
release the money and other valuaHes to the Income-tax Department — 
Additional Sessions Judge remltlng release to the company by furnishing 
bank guarantee — Held, release of the amount justified. Income-tax Act, 1961. 
Indian Penal Code. 1860 — Sections 120B, 406, 408, 409, 467 & 471. 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Section 482. [Rajlnder Pal Mahajan 
vs. Raison India Ltd. & Ors. (P&H)] 431 

Rate of tax — Trust set up for two groups of family members — Trust 
not paying ^ny income to any of the beneficiaries during the year — Only 
first set of beneficiaries entitled to income at discretion of trustees — Other 
group of beneficiaries entitled to whole corpus with accumulated income 
on dissolution — Assessee claiming to be taxed at normal slab rates — 
Revenue taxing at maximum marginal rate — Held, for purposes of section 
164( 1) income receivable and not received on behalf of beneficiaries material 

— Section 164(1) also does not make any distinction between beneficiaries 

— Trust liable to be taxed at maximum marginal rate. Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 164. [Gosar Family Trust, Jamnagar etc. os. CIT (SC)] 

299 

Re-assessment — Notice for re-assessment issued — Notice indicating 
return to be filed by 30.3.1992 — Notice served on 24.3.1992 — Validity 
of die notice challenged — Held, notice for re-assessment giving less than 
30 days time to file the return invalid — Consequently all proceedings 
including re-assessment order invalid. Kerala Agricultural Income-tax Act, 
1950 — Section 35. Kerala Agricultural Income-tax Act, 199 1 — Section 
41. [Cochin Plantations Ltd. vs. lAQAgrIl.) IT & Sales-tax (Ker,)} 

247 
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RcsMeMment — Assesscc purchasing piece of land and conrtnlctlng a 
house thereon — During the course of assessment assessee disclosing the 
fact of purchase and construction — Books of acounts maintained for <»st 
of construction supported by vouchers — Assessment complet^ Alter 
completion of assessment, matter referred to Govt, valuer — Govt, valuer 
estimating cost at a higher value — Assessment reopened on the basis of 
valuer’s report — Held, notice u/s 148 not a show cause notice — Notice 
can be Issued If all the condlHons precedent for assumption of Jurisdiction 
satisfied — Accounts cannot be rejected without pointing out defects — 
Valuation Report not a basis of cost of construction — Recorded reasons 
proposing reopening of assessment sent to CIT arc not prejudicial documents 
and assessee entitled to inspection — Issue of notice struck down. Income- 
tax Act 1961 — Section 147. {Smt. Uma Devi Jhawar vs. ITO (Cal.)] 

4.SP 


Reassessment — Meaning of — Assessment completed and refund of 
advance tax allowed — Assessee filing appeal — Assessment reduced In 
appeal — Assessee claiming refund u/s 214 for excess advance tax paid 
upto the date of assessment and thereafter claiming Interest u/s 244 — 
Assessee 's claim disallowed by revenue on the ground that refund already 
allowed upto the date of assessment — • Subsequent revision of order by 
virtue of order of CITfA) and order of reassessment — Held, order of ClTfA) 
merged with the order of Assessing Office' — Not a case of reasi*.ssmcnt 
Assessee entitled to interest u/s 214 upto the date of assessment and 
thereafter interest u/s 244. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 214 & 244. 
[CIT vs. m UdhoJI Shrl Kishan Dos (MP)} 21 

Reassessment — Notice Issued within the time prescribed but served after 
the end of ^3 1st March — Assessee dlalmlng assessment barred by limitation 
— Held, reassessment not barred by^Jlmltatlon. Income-tax Act, 1961 
Sections 148 & 149. (CIT vs. Lallubhai Jogibhal (Bom.)j 341 

Recovery of tax — Properties of the dealer mortgaged to the bank — 
Demand of sales-tax raised — Bank filing suit for recovery of amount and 
Commercial Taxes Officer Impleading himself In the suit claiming prior claim 
for recovery of sales-tax — Held, the Act creates first charge of sales-tax 
over the properties — Rrst charge covers en%e property Including the 
Interest of the mortgagee bank — Sales-tax nas thus a prior charge. 
Rajasthan Sales-tax Act, 1954 - Section 1 1 AAAA. Transfer of Property 
Act, 1882 Sections 58 & 100. [State Bank of Bikaner & Jaipur o$. 
National Iron & Steel Bolling Corporation & Ors. (SC)} 294 

Recovery of tax Petitioner inheriting certain properties as legal 
representative Notice of sale issued — Petitioner challenging the Issue 
of notice and recovery proceedings - Held, recovery proceedings legally 
continued against legal representative of the defaulter - Notice issued to 
legal representaflve valid. Income-tax Act, 1961 - Sections 159 & 222 
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Constitution of India — Article 226. [Mariam Mlsrla as. Tax Recovery 
Officer (Mad.}J 412 

Rectlfflcation of mietoke — Assessee claiming relief u/s 80J — Relief 
allowed Tribunal — ITO allowing relief by applying provisioh yf rule 
19A of the I.T. Rules, 1962 — Assessee ap()lying for rectification since 
Rule 19A declared to be ultra vires by Calcutta High Court — Qalm of 
the assessee rejected — Order of ITO confirmed by CIT(A) — Tribunal 
holding in view of amendment with retrospective effect, Rule 19A applicable 

— Held, decision of High Court other than Jurisdictional High Court not 
binding — Calm of the assessee rightly rejected. * Income-tax Act, 1961 

— Sections 80J & 154. Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Rule 19A. [Consoli- 
dated Pneumatic Tool Co. (India) Ltd. vs. CIT (Botn.)) 228 

Rectification — Estate Duty assessment completed adding' only 1/2 sh^re 
of the husband in the taxable estate — Assistant Controller holding other 
1/2 belonging to the wife — Subsequently order rectified holding entire 
estate to be added in the taxable estate of the deceased — Order challenged 

— Held, order not rectifiable being a debatable point. Estate Duty Act, 
1953 — Section 61. [Smt. Nita Taneja us. ACED & Anr. (SC)} 286 

Reference to High Court — Assessee claiming relief u/s 23 in respect 
of shops — Relief allowed by Tribunal — Reference application refused 
by Tribunal — Held, pure question of law — Tribunal directed to refer the 
question. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 23 & 256. [CIT vs. Dr. R.C. 
Wanl (Bom.)] 339 

Reference to High Court — Assessee received Rs. 21 lakhs from his 
employer for getting enhanced comptensatlon under Land Acquisition Act 
— Amount taxed by revenue but deleted by T ribunal — ITO imposing penalty 
for default u/s 27 3(2)(a) — Penalty ctlso deleted since the addition in quantum 
deleted — Reference application and quantum rejected — Hon’ble Court 
directing Tribunal to refer the question in quanhim assessment — Held, 
the basis on which penalty was deleted was the quantum assessment which 
ordered to be referred, the question of deletion of penalty also to be referred. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). [CIT vs. Shrl Moti Lai Sharma 
(Del.)] 73 

Reference to High Court — Assessee trust getting enhanced comp>en' 
sation and interest — Govt, filing appeal against the order granting enhanced 
compensation — Enhanced compensation and interest withdrawn by furnishing 
bank guarantee subject to decision of appeal — Revenue taxing the same 

— Tribunal deleting the amount of interest and compensation — Revenue 

filing reference application — Reference application rejected — Revenue 
filing application before the High Court for direction to refer the case — 
Held, the issue already covered by the judgment of apex court — Reference 
if ordered only academic in nature — Petition dismissed. Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 256(2). [Director of Income-tax (Exemptions) vs. M/s 
Goyal Charitable Trust (Del.)] 80 



22 


INDEX TO VOLUME 126 


IV<dL126 


lUformc* to High Court — Tribunal holding assessec following mercantile 
system of accounting for business of transporation but adopting hjrtMid 
system In respect of pronotes Issued - Revenue seeking ref^<^ — 
Reference application rejected — Held, order of the Tribunal a finding of 
fact — No question of law arose out of the order of Tribunal. Income- 
tax Act 1961— Section 256. ICIT us. Okay Transport Corpn. (Ker.)] 
’ 410 

Reference to High Court— Asscssee engaged in business of chit fund 

— Assessee buying its own chit in auction — Incurring loss — Claiming 

loss as an expenditure — Tribunal holding activity of contributiig and bidding 
its own chit resulted in mutual transaction and on the principle of mutuality 
loss not allowable — Assessee not filing any reference but filing rectification 
u/s 254(2) — Application of assessee dismissed — Reference sought by 
assessee — Held, miscellaneous application did not give rise to any question 
of law — No reference sought against the original order — Tribunal rightly 
declining to refer any question relating to original order. Income-tax Act, 
1961 — Section 256(2). [Muthoot M. George Chits (India) Ltd. vs. CIT 
(Del.)] 243 

Reference to High Court— Firm consisting of 5 partners — Three 
partners retiring — Remaining two partners constituting' new firm — Two 
retiring partners forming a new partnership and taking a third person as 
partner — Each of these firm taking over some of the business of old firm 

— Assessee claiming no transfer of investment allowance and development 

rebate of the old firm — Tribunal holding there being no dissolution of 
old firm. Investment allowance could not be withdrawn — Revenue seeking 
reference — Reference application rejected — Held, in view of Supreme 
Court judgment in the case of Malabar Fisheries Co. vs. CIT (1979) 120 
ITR 49 , no referable question of law arose . Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 
256(2). (CIT us. Jain Bros. (Bom.)j 466 

^•fCTence — Assessee a cooperative marketing society — Assessee claiming 
income derived from marketing of agricultural produce from its members 
to be exempt Tribunal holding the same to be exempt — Reference 
by revenue refused — Held, in view of latest Supreme Court judgment 
upholding the judgment of another court, question of law did arise — T rlbunal 
directed to refer the case. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). [CIT 
vs. Haryana State Cooperative Supply & Marketing Federation Ltd. 

265 

Reference Assessee claiming investment allowance and higher depre- 
ciation on dumpers Tribunal holding dumpers capaljle of being used both 
as mining machinery and as road transport vehicle — Matter sent back to 
record finding whether dumpers used as road transport or purely as mlrrlng 
machinery Revenue seekingfTeference against the directions to fliid further 
facts — Held, directions of the Tribunal fully Justified — No question of 
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lawardse — Af^pSlcatlon dismissed. Iricome-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 
(CIT vs. M/s Agarwal Flooring Stone Compan]; (Raj.)} 201 

Relceefice — Assessee contesting valuation of property — Valuation of 
property akeady determined by a certain valuenfor past years — No cliange 
in circumstances — Tribunal refusing to reconsider same facts again — 
Assessee filing reference application — Reference application rejected — 
Held, Tribunal Justified in rejecting application for reference. Wealth-tax 
Act, 1957 — Sections 7 & 27(3). (Pukhraj Rlkhahdas os. CWT (Raj.)] 

435 

Reference — Assessment completed as unregistered firm on the ground 
minor zxlmitted to benefits of partnership without consent of guardian — 
Assessee curing the defect by a subsequent declaration of guardian — 
Registration allowed by Dy. CIT (A) — Upheld by Tribunal — Held, ’whether 
guardian to sign the deed when minor admitted to partnership or not — 
A pure question of law — Tribunal directed to refer the question of law. 
Kerala Agdcultural Income-tax Act, 1950 — Section 60(3). [CIT (Agril.) 
vs. Elembilerif Estate, Cardamom Plantajfons (Ker.)] 255 

Reference — ITO adding Rs. 50,000/- as income from other sources — 
T ribunal deleting the eunount after considering additional evidence — T riburud 
holding identity of depositor, source of deposit proved — Revenue applying 
for reference — Reference application rejected — Application filed tefore 
High Court for direction to Tribunal to refer the case — Held, Tribunal 
not considering evidence covering all matters — Evidence on essential 
matters ignored — Fresh evidence admitted by Tribunal — Tribunal directed 
to refer the question of law. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). [CIT 
vs. Sarvodava Furnishers & Electricals (P) Ltd. (All.)} 131 

Reference — ITO adding value of ornaments as income of the assessee 
— Tribunal accepting ornaments received by the lady in marriage — Revenue 
seeking reference — Held, pure question of fact — No referable question 
of law arose. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). [CIT vs. Smt. 
Leelabal c/o Swastic Ginning Factory (M.P.)j 336 

Reference — Reference application dismissed on merits ex-parte — Assessee 
praying for restoration of application — Held, no provision in the Act for 
restoration of the reference application — Decided on merits. Income-tax 
Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). [Mathura Prasad Ram vs. CIT (Orl.)J 

223 

Reference — Tribunal holding additional liability of excise duty allowable 
— Also holding assessee entitled to weighted deductlpn of expenditure on 
postage, Inspection charges and commission paid in India — Tribunal 
holding an amount of Rs. 1,35,523/- spent on building to be revenue 
expen^ture — Also allowing provisions for excise duty — Revenue’s 
application u/s 256(1) rejected — Held, only questions of law regarding 
weighted deduction on expenses Incurred in In^ on postage and Inspection 
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and also expenses on building whether revenue or capital to be referred. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 2S6(2). [CIT vs. J.K. Synthetics Ltd. 
(Del.)] 147 

Reference — Tribunal holding liability of surcharge on electricity being 
a statutory liability to be allowable even though disputed — Tribunal further 
holding that in view of provisions of Section 40A(2) and also on fact the 
assesses was entitled to the deduction for pickling and annealing charges 
@ Rs. 1250/- as against Rs. 2,500/- claimed — Both the revenue and 
assessee approaching Tribunal for reference to High Court — Reference 
application dismissed — Held, no referable question of law arose out of 
the order of Tribunal — Both the petitions dlsmisse. Income-tax Act, 1961 
— Section 256(2). (CIT vs. M/s Mehta Electrosteel Ltd. (Del.)] 76 


Reference — Tribunal refusing to refer the matter In view of full bench 
judgment of the jurisdictional High Court — Assessee filing ^tition for 
a direction to refer the matter — Revenue praying that the judgment relied 
upon subject matter of appeal before Supreme Court — Held, a mere 
admission of appeal by the apex court without staying the operation of 
judgment cannot be held to be a question of law — .Tribunal rightly rejected 
the reference application of the rev-’nue. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 
256(2). [CIT vs. M/s Lakshmi Printing Co. (P&H)] ’ 199 

Reje^ion of accounts — Tribunal holding enough material on record 
to enhance sales and application of G.P. rate at 21% — Tribunal also 
sustaining addition from undisclosed sources on ground of sales grouped 
as adhat sales — Held, in regard to estimate of sales and application of 
rate only question of fact — No reference — As regards the estimate of 
ncome on account of sale on adhat basis, already covered by the addition 

14^11 ® Act, 1961 - Section 

145(1). [M/s Dhandla Jewellers vs. CIT (Raj.)] 282 

Reopening of assessment — Assessment reopened — Assessment 

S4B ^anrii'’ ' wT'® contending Section 

‘■®®5®®ssment hence assessment barred by limitation 

holding, assessment made assessment - CIT 

setting aside ihe order of th/ri? / . “ ^^‘bunal 

8 . 7 .ll 86 No 176 ^ 2 ? 8 X 7 

application — Refer.jT.ce apDlication r 1 R^ue filing reference 

arose - Also rejecl^ on S ~ law 

so rejected on the ground that revenue effect less than 
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Rs. 30,0Q0/-. bwomi^tax Act, 1961 — Sections 256(2) & 263. {CfT vs. 
Smt l^akashwati (AJL)J 26 

Rcvlrton of araessment — Assessments oincelled by the CTT u/s 263 
— Assessee contencQng order u/s 263 not served — Ass^!^ claiming 
assessments liable to be guashed since no Justlficatl<^ for the CTT to set 
aside earlier assessments — Held, alternate remedy availaUe to the assessee 
— ^ Order u/s 263 appealable to Trlbvinal — Writ petition dismissed on the 
ground of alternate remedy. Incoihe-tax Act, 1961 — Section 263 . Constitution 
of India — Article 226. /SwamIJi (Indra Prasad Gupta) us. CIT (All.)] 

62 

Revision of order ^ CIT — CIT cancelling order of the ITO and directtog 
that sales-tax liability allowed as a deduction be withdrawn — Direction issued 
to tax the amount — Assessee filing appeal — Tribunal holding principle 
of merger applicable and CIT not empowered to cancel assessment — Also 
holding that the liability became extinct by a Notification dated 3-4-1979 
and could only be taxed in A.Y. 1980-81 — Held, since the point of sales- 
tax not before CIT(A) no merger of the order of CIT(A), CITfA) empowered 
to resort to cancellation u/s 263 — Since Notification Issued on 3-4-1979, 
the zunount could only be taxed in A. Y. 1980-81 zmd not 1979-80 as directed 
by err. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 37(1) and 263. [CIT us. K.S. 
Mohammed (Ker.)] 220 

Standard deduction — Assessee claiming stzuidard deduction on salary 
received as a partner from the partnership firm — Oaim of the assessee 
disallowed — Held, salary Income of a partner taxed as business Income 
— Standard deduction not allowable. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 16(1). 
[CIT us. Shri Pramod Kumar Jain (Raj.)] 170 

Sur-tax — Chargeable profits — Assessee claiming exclusion of Interest 
received from banks from the chargeable profits — Condition that such 
receipt for the purpose of exclusion should be from Govt., local authority 
or Indian concern — Interest received by assessee from branches of foreign 
banks — One of Ihc conditions interest received from Indian concerns not 
satisfied — Interest received by assessee non-resident company which has 
not made prescribed arrangement for declaration and payment of dividend 
not excludable from computation of chargeable profits — Indian concern 
means a concern which is Indian in character — Cannot be termed as Indian 
concern by reason of location in India. Companies (Profits) Sur-tax Act, 
1964 — Clause (x) of rule l,Sch. LICIT us. Dorr Oliver (India) Ltd. (Bom.)J 

135 

Tsucability of Income — Share application money deposited with banks 
during construction — Assessee claiming Interest accrued on deposits not 
taxable and to be zxljusted towards cost of construction — Alternatively, 
assessee claiming money also borrowed for construction and interest paid 
thereon to be adjusted against Interest received from banks — Claim of 
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the assesses allowed by the Tribunal based on prbrelples of accoitfitsmcy 
and commercla! practice ~ Held, interest earned from bzmks to be assessed 
as income from other sources — Interest accrued/ received not to be adjusted 
either against capital cost of the project or against interest said on borrowings 
for construction. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 4, 56 & 57(ili). (C/T 
us. Bihar Allov Steels Ltd. (Patna)l 96 

Transfer olcproperty — Property owned by firm — Transfer to parties 
by book entries — Held, not a valid transfer of property since transfer without 
registration — Income from property assessable in the hands of the firm. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 22. [CIT vs. E.L Navaneetha Chettlar 
& Sons (Mad.)] 356 


Valuation of assets — Assessee giving properties on long lease — Three 
lessees giving permission to the assessee to sublet on payment of Rs.2,000 
per month to each of them — Agreement arrived at between the assessee 
and the lessees — Property let out at a much higher rate and lessees giving 
vacant possession — While valuing property under rule IBB assessee 
claiming deduction of Rs.72,000 out of maintainable rent — Qalm of the 
assessee disallowed by Assessing Officer — Held, direction of the Tribunal 
to exclude the said amount while detennlning the net maintainable rent 
correct. Wealth-tax Act. 1957 — Section 7 read with rule IBB fCWT vs 
Champa Properties Ltd. (Cal.)] 400’ 


Waiver / Reduction of interest — Return due to be filed on 31.7.1984 

— Extension sought till 31-3-1985 — - Retrum filed on 31-3-1986 

Investigation started - During pendency of investigation assessee filing 
revised return under amnesty scheme disclosing Income of Rs. 8 40 lakhs 

Si , ^ ^ ~ substantial additions to 

Assessee claimed waiver of interest charged u/ss 139(8), 215 and 216 

° available since revised 

f f - Farther being the revised return did ^t 

dran & S. ~ 215 & 216. iZmachan- 

dran & Co. vs. Income-tax Officer & Ors. (Ker.)J 373 

'oncealment, levied end 

err retectlna annllreH^^ lessee making payment of the amount — 

rejecting application since penalty already nairi HoW j 

payable’ in section 27 a f L. , Held, the word 

Income-tax Act 1961 Oe, « ® * consider appIleaUon afresh. 

vs.a^JtlJ 273A. fGorden Silk Weaving Factory 

Wealth-tail latmma filed bte - A.Ys. 1963-64 to 1970-71 - 
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filed oh bei^lf of non-resident as an agent — Penedtles for bte filing levied 

— Assesses pleadbig no notice for treating die assessee as an agent served 

— Held, assessee throughout filing return as an agent — No need for the 

Assessing Officer to issue notice treating d^e assessee as ah agent — 
Penalties rightly levied. Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Sections ISfllleO & 22. 
ICWT os. DHawar Syndicate (P) Ltd. (GuJ.)} 190 

Wealth>tax — Reassessment — WTO issuing notice for computing value 
of land & building — Cost inflation index as applicable to capital gains 
applied in a reverse manner — WTO coming to a conclusion wealth 
understated — Starting reassessment proceedings — Held, reassessment 
on such basis not valid. Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Section 17. Constitution 
of India — Article 226. [Jogat Mohan Kapur us. WTO & Ors. (Cal.)} 

344 

Wealth-tax — Valuation of property — Tribunal holding pro\^lon of 
Rajasthan Urban Property (Restriction on Transfer) Act, 1973 applicable 
for determining maricet value — Tribunal restricting the value of the property 
to a particular figure — Held, restriction only pertains to right of owner 
to transfer the property — While valuing the property the market value 
to be diminished in view of hazards placed by the only Act. Wealth-tax 
Act, 1957 — Section 7. (CWT os. Raj Kumar! Bhuvaneshwarl (Raj.)] 

Ill 

Writ petition — Assessment completed ex-parte — Assessee filing an 
appeal u/s 246 — Assessee blaming and causing asperatlrm on his auditor 

— Assessee further claiming ex-parte assessment completed for non-supply 

of material by auditor — Writ filed for quashing ex-parte assessment — 
Held, matter subjudice in appeal — High Court not required to adjudicate 
on the allegations against the auditor — Petitioner asked to move appro- 
priate authority both for hearing of appeal and stay of demand — Writ 
petition not maintainable hence dismissed. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 
246. Constitution of India — Article 226. [K. Oormila Maloor vs. ACIT 
(Ker.)] 252 

High Court-wise list of Cases reported in Volume 126 


Case IT Act, 1961 Date of Page 

Section Judgment No. 

Allahabad 

err vs. M/s Swarup Vegetable 

Products Ss. 37 & 256(2) 8-7-1994 28 

err vs. Sarvodaya Fumldicrs & 

Electricals (P) Ltd. 


S. 256(2) 


26-11-1993 131 
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or vs. Smt. Prakashwati 

Ss. 256(2) & 263 

10-1-1994 

26 

Swamiji (Indra Prasad Gupta) vs. 

err 

S. 263, Constitution 

of India — 

Article 226 

17-9-1993 

62 

Andhra Pradesh 



ACrr vs. Pooma Cine Theatre 




(P) Ltd. & Others 

Ss. 276C&277 

8-7-1994 

337 

err vs. Supreme Construction 

Ss. 144B, 



Company 

147 & 153 

1-3-1994 

48 

rrO vs. Ashoka Biscuit Worits 




& Ors. 

S. 276C & 277 

27-6-1994 

225 


Bombay 



err vs. Dorr Oliver (India) Ltd. 

Cbmpanies (Profits) 
Sur-tax Act, 1961 — 
Clause M of rule 1, 

- 



Sch. 1 

30-9-1993 

135 

err vs. Dr. R.G. Wanl 

Ss. 23 & 256 

17-12-1991 

339 

err vs. G.N. Agrawal 

S. 32 

25-8-1993 

64 

err vs. H.H. Rajendrasinghji 

S. 4 



Mahiaraja of Rajpipla 

Hindu Succession 
Act, 1956 — 

Ss. 6&8 

24-11-1993 

1 

err vs. Jain Bros. 

S. 256(2) 

284-1993 

466 

err vs. Lallubhai Jogibhai 

Ss. 148 & 149 

10-11-1994 

341 

Consolidated Pneumatic Tool Co. 

Ss. 80J&154, 



(India) Ltd. vs. CIT 

rr Rules, 1962 




— Rule 19A 

Calcutta 

15-9-1993 

228 

err vs. Auto IXstributors Ltd. 

S. 37 

22-12-1993 

233 

err vs. Algewwne Bank 
Nethariand 

err vs. Hayward Waldja 

S. 36(2) 

Ss. 37(10 and 

4-8-1993 

307 

Refinery Ltd. 

SOW 

6-7-1992 

461 
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QT V5. Hindustan Paper Corpn. 


Ltd. 

err vs. Jiyajeerao Cotton 

S. 9(lXviO and 90 

23-2-1994 

1 

182 

Mflls Ltd. 

S.80-I 

25-1-1990 

445 

err vs. Rasal Papers Ltd. 

err vs. R.M. investment & 

S. 43{1) 

23-11-1993 

59 

Trading Co. (P) Ltd. 

S. 40(c) 

29-7-1993 

12 

err vs. waiter Bushnell (P) Ltd. 
CWT vs. Champa Properties Ltd. 

S.80J 

WTAct, 1957 — 

S. 7 read with 
nile IBB, S. 40 of 

21-4-1994 

142 


Finance Act, 1983 

20-7-1992 

438 

Eastern Colls (P) Ltd. vs. CIT 

Jogat Mohan Kapur vs. WTO & 

Ors. 

Ss. 209 & 273 

WTAct, 1957 — 

S. 17, Constitution 

of India — 

20-12-1993 

55 

Mzutin Bum Ltd. vs. CIT 

Article 226 

Ss. 2(14) 

224-1994 

344 


and 48 

13-10-1993 

66 

Smt. Uma Devi Jhawar vs. ITO 

S. 147 

23-12-1992 

452 

S.P. Jalswal Estates (P) Ltd. vs. 

Finance Act, 1982 



CIT 

S. 2(7)(c) 

Delhi 

22-9-1993 

312 

BalakRam(HUF) vs. CIT 

S.4 

25-8-1994 

125 

CIT vs. M/s J.K. Synthetics Ltd. 
err vs. M/s Mehta 

S. 256(2) 

10-3-1995 

147 

Electrosteel Ltd. 

S. 256 (2) 

8-3-1995 

76 

err vs. Shri Mod Lai Sharma 

Drr(Exemptions), New Delhi vs. 

S. 256(2) 

22-2-1995 

73 

M/s. Goyal Charitable Trust 
Muthoot M. George Chits (India) 

S. 256(2) 

13-3-1995 

80 

Ltd. vs. err 

P.P. Sbgh/Sunshine Travels & 
Tours (P.) Ltd. vs. CIT 

S. 256(2) 
OiapterXX-A, 

XX-C&Srctlon 

31-3-1994 

243 



30 


INDEX TO VOLU^ffi 126 


IVoL 126 


269-C, Transfer of 
Property Act, 1882 



— S.53A 

84-1994 

31 

Ram Chander Aggarwal vs. CIT 

Ss. 2(47) & 45 

18-7-1994 

92 

err vs. Sarda Trading Corpn. 

Gauhatl 

Ss.48,54E&80T 

30-3-1993 

104 

Kamal Kumar Saharia vs. CIT 

S. 143 

4-2-1994 

211 

Lalslngh Estate (P) Ltd. vs. CIT 

S. 22 

19-11-1993 

84 

■ Bhavnagar B<xic & Fertilizer Co. 
(P) Ltd. vs. err 

Gujarat 

S. 36 dXli) 

16'10-1992 

403 

CIT vs. Barkate Salfiyah Society 

Ss. 11 & 

13(l)(b) 

3-11-1993 

267 

CIT vs. Maharana Mills Ltd. 

Ss. 30, 37(1) and 
37(4), S. 37(2)(b) 

18-8-1993 

115 

CIT vs. Mehmoodmlan A. 

Topiwala 

S. 64 

30-12-1993 

348 

err vs. Peas Industrial Engineers 
(P) Ltd. 

S. 43(1) 

31-3-1993 

333 

CWT vs. Dilawar Syndicate 
(P) Ltd. ‘ 

Ss. 18(l)(a) & 22 

21-10-1992 

190 

Garden Silk Weaving Factory vs. 

err 

S. 273A 

27-6-1994 

195 

Nandial Kanaiyalal vs. CIT 

S. 27 1C 

30-3-1993 

107 

Jammu & Kashmir 

Yash Pauf vs. ITO Ss. 179 & 226 (3) 

3-9-1992 

215 

Karnataka 

CIT vs. Bharat Earth Movers Ltd S. 37(1) 

7-11-1994 

42 

or vs. H.M.T. Ltd. (No. 1) 

Ss.SOJ, 

80-HH and 80AB 

134-1992 

118 

CATT V5. EtobUery'Estate, 
Cardamom Plantations 

Kerala 

Kerala Agricultural 
rTAct, 1950 — 
Section 60(3) 

22-2-1993 

255 
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GT vs. C Sdtharan 

S.35B 

7-10-1994 

361. 

err vs. K.S. Mc^iammed 

Ss. 37(1) and 263 

17-11-1993 

220 

err vs. Okay Transport Corpn. 

S.256 

19-10-1994 

410 

Cochin Piantations Ud. vs.' 

Koala Agricultural 



Inspecting Asstt. CATT & 

IT Act, 1950 — 

• 


Sales-tax 

S.35 

Kerala Agricultural 

IT Act. 1991 — 

S.41 

3-3-1994 

247 

E.K. Jose vs. AM. (Agtl.) rrO 

Kerala Agrl. IT Act, 



&Ors. 

1950 

25-2-1994 

358 

K. Oormila Maloor vs. ACTT 

. S. 246, Constitution 




of India — 

Article 226 

23-3-1994 

252 

Mahamood Ibrahim Sait vs. ITO 

S.48 

24-5-1994 

150 

Ramachandran & Co. vs. ITO & 

Amnesty Scheme, 



Another 

1985, 




Ss. 139(8), 215, 216 24-5-1994 

372 

Madhya Pradesh 



err vs. M/s Udhoji Shit Klshan 
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Ss. 214 & 244 

15-9-1994 

21 

err vs. Smt. Leelabai c/o Swastic 




Ginning Factory 

S. 256(2) 

13-1-1995 

336 

M/s Parijat Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. vs. 




ITO and Others 

S.264 

Madras 

14-2-1995 

156 

err vs. E.L. Navaneetha Chettiar 




&Sons 

S. 22 

23-3-1994 

366 

err vs. Srl RamavUas 




Service Ltd. 

S.37 

23-3-1^4 

363 

err vs. T.G.K. Raman 

S. 64(lXv) 

25-8-1994 
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Mariam Misria vs. Tax Revovery 

Ss. 159 & 222 



Officer 

Constitution of 

India Art. 226 

24-3-1994 
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India — Article 226 
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S. 269-UD 

Orissa 
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err vs. Pcrmlla Singh & Co. 

S. 271(l)(a) 

8-10-1993 
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err vs. Rabindranath Bhol 

S.22 

22-11-1994 
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Mathura Prasad Ram vs. CIT 

S. 256(2) 

Patna 
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err vs. Bihar Alloy Steels Ltd. 

Ss. 4, 56 & 57(111) 

21-7-1993 

96 

err vs. Glrish Kumar Kothari 

HAct. 1922 — 

S. 28(l)(c) 



CWT vs. Suresh Mohan Thakur 

S. 271(l)(c) 

WTAct, 1957 — 

S. 5(l)(vili), 
Explanation to 

21-7-1993 
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Syed Askarl Hadi Ali Augustine 
Imam vs. Union of India 

S. 5(l)(vili) 

S. 64(1A), 

Constitution of India 

— Article 14 and 
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416 

of the 7 th Schedule 
Punjab & Haryana 

err vs. Haryana State Cooperative 

23-9-1993 

163 

Supply & Marketing Federation 

Ltd. 

S. 256(2) 
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265 

err vs. m/s Lakshml 

Printing Co. 

M/s Amrit Lai &. Co. & Qrs. vs. 

S. 256(2) 

Ss. 269-T, 276-DD 
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S. 32, rr Rules, 

1962 — Appenc&c 1 
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err vs. m/s Shlv & Brothers 

S. 139(8) 
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S. 43(3) 
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err vs. Shrl Pramod Kumar Jain 

S. 16(1) 
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err vs. The Mahindra & 
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S. 144(A) 
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Kushal Chand Sharnia vs. CIT 

WTAct, 1957 — 
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S. 145(1) 
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3. AClT vs. Takshda Handloom Industries ^Dd.) 45 
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6. 

Bombay Steel Centre vs. ITO (Ahmd.} 

1 

7. 

Central Provinces Manganese Ore Co. Ltd. vs. DCIT (Nag.) 62 

8. 

err vs. K.M. Wadhwant (Nag.) ' 

131 

9. 

DCIT vs. Tollygunj Club (Cal.) 

147 

10. 

Deputy CWT vs. Sanjay Singh Sandhu (Del.) 

47 

11. 

Dilip Kumar Kail Charan vs. ITO (Del.) 

116 

12. 

Froamer S.A. France vs. Deputy CIT (Del.) 

40 

13. 

Gopal Timbers, Shlmla vs. ITO (Chand.) 

85 

14. 

Hanumanjl Charitable Trust vs. ADI (Exemption) Trust 

(Del.) 135 

15. 

Harpal Singh Jaswant Singh vs. ITO (Amrit.) 

12 

16. 

rro vs. Amamath Ram Kumar (Chandi.) 

93 

17. 

ITO vs. Gian Chand, Labour Contractor (Chand.) 

26 

18. 

ITO vs. Harpal Singh, Jaswant Singh (Amrlt.> 

21 

19. 

rro vs. Hazarlmal Ramlal (Jai.) 

102 

20. 

rro vs. Patel Manufacturers (Ahmd.) 

7 

21. 

rro vs. S.R. Foundry & vice versa (Chund.) 

32 

22. 

rro vs. Tek Chand (Shri) (Jai.) 

122 

23. 

Mirl Mai Mulk Raj vs. ITO (All.) 

133 

24. 

Olympic Wines vs. ITO (Cochin) 

0 

114 

25. 

Oswal Spinning Industries vs. ITO (Chand.) 

30 

26. 

P.L. Choudharl vs. ITO (Bom.) 

44 

27. 

Phoenix Plywood (P.) Ltd. vs. ITO (Cochin) 

112 

28. 

R.S. Distributors vs. ITO (Del.) 

37 

29. 

Roshan D. Nariman (Mrs.) vs. ACIT (Bom.) 

78 

30. 

S.K. Singh (Shri) vs. ITO (Chand.) 

42 

31. 

Shyam Sunder Gupta (Shri) vs. ITO (Jai.) 

49 

32. 

The Sr. Post Master vs. Deputy CIT (Chand.) 

4 

33. 

WTO vs. Surlnder Kaur (Shri) (Jai.) 

128 


Section-wise Index 


Action pQgg 

Boards Instnictiona " 

No. 1573 dated 12-7-1984 131 


Page No. 

No. 1764 dated 14-7-1987 131 






•'' > i 
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CBDT Ciiculair 


333 


40 

387 


12 

556 


12 

Gift-tax Act, 1958 


25cll) 


78 

2(xiv)' 


78 

Incoma-tax Act, 

1961 

32A(5) 


7 

32AB 


45 

36 


93 

36(2)(lv) 


30 

37 


112 

37(3A) 


127 

44AA 


131 

44BB 


40 

45 


32 

54E 


147 

68 


26. 93 

69 


122 

90 


40 

115B 


78 

139(1) 


37 

142(1) 


37 

143(3) 


140 

145 1, 

26, 

32, 62, 93 

148 


62, 135 

154 


47, 147 

155(4A) 


7 

155(6) 


30 

155(7A) 


147 

182 


45 

184 


116 


185 

114 

185(lHb) 

116 

206 

4 

> 

234B & G 

49 

254(2) 

47 

263 

114 

269T 

21 

269SS 

12, 21 

271(l)(a) 

99, 135 

271 A 

133 

271Bi 

37 

271D 

12, 21 

271E 

21 

272A(2)(c) 

4 

273(l)(b) 

42 

273(2Ka) 

102, 105 

273(2)(b) 

105 

274 

105 

292B 

105, 147 

Income-tax Ruled, 1962 

R. 22 

116 

R. 23 

116 

R. 24 

116 

R. 37 

4 

Form 24 

4 

Form 1 1 

116 

Indian Evidence Act, 

1872 

34 

122 

Kerala Abkari Act 

114 

Sea Customa Act 


30(b) 

62 

Wealtii-tax Act, 1957 

2(m) 

128 

5(1A) 

128 
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Sube}ct-wise Index 

Sub)ect Page No. 

AddHion — Assessee declaring GP rate of 16% on sales Rs. 7,70,983 
against 15.36% on sales Rs. 6,39,320 in preceding year — bi absence 
of day to day stock register Assessing Officer applying GP rate of 2l% 
on sales declared — Held, GP a balancing figure and unless specific 
inaccuracy or incompleteness of accounting with specific instances pointed 
out GP cannot be disturbed — Trading addition made directed to be deleted. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 145. IBombay Steel Centre vs. FTO 
(Ahmd.)J 1 


Addition — Assessee labour contractor — Receiving payments from FCl 
for work done — Making payments to New Truck Operators Union for 
services obtained — ITO holding part of the cash payments to union not 
proved — He applied rate on gross receipts — Also holding expenses being 
found not vouched in some cases not proved — Held in view of certificate 
of union payments proved — Rate to be applied on net receipts — Expenses 
incurred also proved — ITO also adding Rs. 44,250 as other sources 
Income ~ Held source proved — CITfAl’s order confirmed and Revenue’s 
appeal dismissed. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 68 and 145. [ITO vs. 
Gian Chand, Labour Contractor (Chand.)} 26 


Addition* — (i) For low withdrawals FTO making addition of Rs. 11600 
•— Held ITO justified in estimating household expenses @ Rs. 2000 P.M. 

— AddlUon confirmed, (ll) Assessee’s wife filed return declaring Income of 
Rs. 12,500 — rro treating it to be assessee’s Income — Held 12,500 
urtfe s income was from sale of her stock in hand — Addition deleted. (Ill) 
Edition of Rs 5000/- made in assessee’s hands being the Income shown 
m the status of HUF — Held HUF had no business — Addition confirmed. 
(Iv) Asw^c depositing Rs. 60,000 in own S/B A/c & Rs. 50000 in 
udfe s a/c ~ Rs. 50,000 held to be sale price of assessee’s wife’s 

in hand and addition deleted - Addition of Rs. 60.000 upheld. IShri 
Shi^am Sunder Gupta us. ITO (Jal,)] 49 

- ~ ® non-resident Co. at Nagpur with H. O. in London 

with books maintained at Nagpur 

^th Balance Sheet & P&L a/c from H.O. at London - Customs auth«SS^ 

d^la^g lower prices than the market rate for Manganese 
Ore exerted — Under valuation determined at Rs. 44 7 lakhs u/s 30fbi 

challenged -- Finally Supreme Court holding it valid - In 1992 assessmoS 
completed & addition of Rs. 44.70 lakhs made - CIT^ 

^ss^t Held no evidence that sales made below market price were 
am transactions or market price was In fact paid by the purchascT^ 




or,-. 


o 
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Go«^ sold concessional tales camiot endtie die to aness die 
{^feaence between tnailcet price & prices ptdd by purdiaser 4 mi piolit — 
Adfbdcei deleted, income-tax Act, 1961 — Secti^ 14$ «& 148. Sea 
. CustoinsAct-^Secd(»u30(fal./CentralProt^nccsMMi9aRCseOre<!^pany 
Ltd. vs. DOT (Nag.)] 62 

Aeaeaeaseat — ITO ciaimbig proper oi^ortunlty torq;>iesent not allowed 
by err (A) — Held CTTIA) sent two letters to TtO but no reply sent — 
Crr(A) afforded proper (^iporttinity — Ground. rejected. lGopa\ Timbers, 
Shlmla (M/s) os. ITO (Chand.)} 85 

Aesesment — Prcxiuction found low in some months as compared to 
consumption of hard coke — ITO ms^g trading addition of R$. 43,800 

— Held production depended on quality of raw material and of hard ci^ 

— Addition could not be sustained on suspicion — Revenue appeal dismissed 
with cross objection of assessee. (ITO vs. M/s S.R. Foundry & vice versa 
(Chand.)) 32 

Asecssmeint — ITO adding Rs. 2,32,580/- on account of shortage of 2383 
scants — Held shortage was of 1313 scants only & the shortage being 
normal i.e. 2.3% no addition was called for. [Gopal Timbers, Shlmla vs. 
ITO (Chand.)) 85 

Bad debt — Bad debt becoming irrecoverable in Asst. Years 1986-87 
but not written off — Income-tax Officer disallowing the same — Bad debt 
written off in Asst, year 1987-88 — CIT (A) confirming dlszdiowance in 
Asst. Year 1986-87 — Held, bad debt be allowed in Asst. Year 1986-87 

— Write off in Asst. Year 1987-88 only a technical default, income-tax 

Act, 1961 — Sectons 36(2)(lv)aiKl 155(6). IM/s Oswal Spinning Industries, 
Ludhiana vs. ITO (Chand.)) 30 

Business deductions — Payment of rent made to hotel on account 
of hirii^ space for conducting the exhibition sales was not to be 
considered for working out disallowance u/s 37(3A). 

Assessee making payment of rent to a hotel for conducting sales exhibition 

— A.O. considering the payment for working out the disallowance 
u/s 37 (3A) — Crr(A) directing for elusion of payment for the purpose 

— Crr(A)’s order upheld. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37(3A). {ACIT 

us. M/s Mohlnl Hoslety Mils Ltd. (Chand.) 127 

CapltaL or revenue expenditure ~ Assessee Installing Feed Mats costing 
Rs. 1,32,666/ — ITO treating tois expenditure as capital and allowing 
depreciation Hrst appeal rejected — Held, Feed Mats used for conveying 
the products to drums fitted with abrastwe materials are worn out after 8 
to 10 months — Hence to be albwed as a revenue expendltore. Income- 
tax Act, 1961 — Section 37. [M^ Phoenix Plywood (P) Ltd., Kottayam 
os. JTO (Cochin)) 112 

Cacdtnl gain — Landed property owned «id sold by firm — Cqrttidflcahon 
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credited to partner’s capital accounts and capital gain si^ In tf^nds 
- rro assessing It In firm's hands and also shares m partner s 

hands - Held capital gain assessable In firm's hands 

hands of partners. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 45 & 145. 

m S.R. Foundrif & olce oersa (Chad.)I 3Z 

CapHal : Reputation of a Chartered Accountuit which 

facilitated the transfer of hie clients to another C.A. held to be 
created as seif generated asset and thus outside the pursdew of 
capital gain. 


Assessee, a practising Chartered Accountant under the name of M/s P.L.C. 
— Transferring his clientele to another practising C.A. under the name 
of C.R.B. due to old age — CRB paying Rs. 2.01 lacs to M/s PLC as 
a consideration towards such; transfer — Assessee claiming It to be exempt 
from capital gains as It was for goodwill which is a self generated asset 
—Revenue taxing the same holding It not to be a case of goodwill as the 
practice was not sold alongwlth the name — Held, the ‘reputation’ of the 
assessee only, facilitated such transfer of clientele from one C.A. to another 
and the same was a self generated asset beyond the ken of Capital Gain 
Tax. Income-tax Act, 1961. [P.L, Chaudharl us. ITO (Bom.)] 44 


Capital gains — Compulsory acquisition of assessee’s land — Additional 
compensation received In 1983 — Original assessment in which transfer 
effected In 1977-78 completed on 23-12-1980 — Asstt. for this year was 
set aside by the Tribunal regarding applicability of section 74A — While 
completing fresh assessment Assessing Officer Included additional compen- 
sation also — err (A) deleting the said addition — Held, Asst, having been 
set aside fora limited purpose reg. applicability of sec. 74A, addl. compensation 
could not have been assessed — Revenue’s contention for treating It as 
assessed u/s 155(7 A) read with sec, 292B also rejected as proper procedure 
u/s 154 not followed — Section 54E(3) held procedural and the addl, 
compensation Invested In units held to be in order — Revenue’s appeal 
dismissed. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 54E, 74A, 154, 155(7 A) & 
292B. [DCIT us. M/s Tollvgun] Club (Cal.)j 147 


Cash credit — A.O. making addition of cash credit of Rs. 40,000/- for 
assessec’s not producing the creditor and because of notice sent to the 
creditor coming back unserved — Assessee contending In appeal that the 
creditor firm had closed its business arid that a common partner in assessee 
firm and creditor firm had filed a confirmation — ClTfA) allowing assessee's 
appeal — CIT(A)’s order upheld. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 68. [ITO 
us. Amarnath Ram Kumar (M^s) (Chand.j/ 93 

Disallowance of interest — A.O. disallowing Interest of Rs. 5215 as 
relating to earlier years — Assessee contending in appeal that the amount 
in question was debited to assessee’s account by the bank in the accounting 
year under assessment — CIT(A) deleting the addition — CTTCAj’s order 
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ui^iekl. bicome^ Act, 1961 — Section 36. pTO m. Amamath Ram 
Kumar (m) (Chand.)} 93 

DouM« taxation avoidance treaty : Provistons to override the basic 
law of income-tax. 

Assessee, a French Company — Computing in accordance with the Double 
Taxation Avoidance Treaty claiming ^ set off of losses from one contract 
against the income of another contract — A.O. applying the provisions 
of S. 44BB taxed the Company at flat rate of 10% — CTTfA) holding the 
pro\4sions of treaty to override S. 44BB but directing to restrict depreciation 
on straight line method only and without recourse to Income-tax Act — 
IT AT rejecting CITfAJ’s restriction on adopting SLM as against WDV rates 
provided in the Act. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Ss. 44BB & 90; Circular 
333 dated 2-4-1982;. Indo-Frcnch Double Taxation Avoidance Treaty dated 
26-3-1969. [Foramer S.A. France vs. DOT (Del.)} 40 

Firm : The shares of the partners to be allocated without adding 
back deduction allowed to the firm u/s 32AB. 

Assessee a firm making a claim u/s 32AB — A.O. zdlowtng the same but 
adding It back for allocating partner’s share incomes — DCIT(A) directing 
the A.O. not to include the deduction allowed to the firm while making 
the share allocation — DCITfAJ’s view upheld. Income-tax Act, 1961 — 
Sections 32AB & 182. (ACIT vs. Takshlla Handloom Industries (Del.)} 

45 

Foreign Gifts — Assessee receiving 5 gifts of Rs. 5000 cash from one 
Shri P.K.J. in London — Filing donor's confirmation & Bank’s certificate 
— ITO found assessee had no reiationshlp etc. with donor there was no 
occasion for such gifts — He held the gifts shown and treated assessee's 
own income — Held assessee failed to prove genuineness of gifis — Addition 
confirmed. (Shri Shyam Sunder Gupta vs. ITO (Jal.) 49 

Gift — Assessee a resident in India — Her cousin a residents of U.K. 
purchased in her name Premium Savings Bond in Jan. 1986 for £50 — 
Prize of £1,00,000 declared in Sept. 1987 — Her cousin declaring in Dec. 
1987 that he gifting the Bond to assessee — Assessee accepting tiie same 
in London — CHalmlng gift received in London not taxable — Revenue taxing 
the prize money — Held the Bond being not transferable and being in the 
name of the assessee her cousin had no right in the same — No gift could 
be made by him — Prize money rightly taxed. (Roshan D. Nariman (Mrs.) 
vs. AOT (Bom.)] 78 

Interest — Assessee claiming Interest on borrowings Rs. 1,37,017/ 

ITO disallowing Rs. 37,624/- being on funds allegedly used by partners 
for personal purposes — Held, all loans old — No fres^ borrowing — No 
disallowance in earlier years — Also department failed to establl^ that any 
funds borrowed were diverted to partners' accounts — Addition deleted. 
[Gopal Timbers, Shim la (M/s) us. ITO (Chand.)] 85 
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— For delay tn payments of royalty and sales-tw assessee p^iFtaitg 
interest of Rs 9,34.119/- — ITO held Interest of Rs. 2»15*090A wiwigly 
calculated and claimed - However ITO dlsallowtofl it In full U- 
Rs. 9 34,1 19/- being on account of breach of contract and i^ehal In nature 

Held, claim of Interest correct, neither by way of breach of contract 

nor by way of Infringement of law nor penal in nature ■— Hdd aliowable. 
fGopa/ Timbers, Shlmla (M^) us. ITO (Chand.)} 85 

Ifrtcreet — Interest charged u/s 234B & 234C to be recalculated after 
consequential relief allowed. fShrl Shifam Sunder Gupta us. ITO (Jal.) 

49 

Investment allowance — For asst. yrs. 1978-79 to 1981-82 ITO 
withdrew investment allowance u/s 155 (4 A) — He noticed that firm 
dissolved on 30-6-1981 and taken over by a Ltd. Co. — Could not have 
utilized the investment allowance reserve for 10 years — Also Identity of 
assessee changed — In asst, year 1982-83 ITO disallowed assessee's claim 
for Investment allowance for similar reasons — Held, Reserve created In 
each year utilized In subsequent year In purchasing machinery — Ltd. Co. 
was a partner In firm — Taking over going concern by a partner not 
amounted to transfer — Assessee entitled to Investment allowance — 
Appeals dismissed. Income-tax Act, 1961 ■— Sections 32A(5) & 155(4A). 
[ITO vs. M/s Patel Manufacturers (Ahmd.)] 7 

Lottery — Assessee claiming prize money not lottery and prize not taxable 

— Held prize distribution was by chance to the winner; hence receipt from 
lottery and taxable. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sec, 115BB. Qft-tax Act, 
1958 — Sec. 2{xll), 2(xlv). [Roshan D. Nariman (Mrs.) vs. ACIT (Bom.)] 

78 

Penalty for concealment : Where the addition to income waa 
auetained due to lack of sufficient evidence only held not to be 
a case of positive and deliberate concealment. 

Assessee filing return of Income — Enhanced substantially In assessment 
One of the major additions related to a credit in savings bank account 
u^lch was partly reduced by the Tribunal in quantum appeal — Held, that 
alone could not be treated to be sufficient to hold that the assessee made 
any deliberate attempt to conceal particulars of Income — S. 271(l)(c) of 
the Income-tax Act, 1 96 1 . A. 0. also leving penalty u/s 273(l)(b) — Assessee 
submitting that since last year's income was below the prescribed limit of 
Rs. 15,000/-, therefore no advance tax was payable — Assessed Income 
being much above the taxable limit — CIT(A) confirming penalty @ 20% 

— ITAT on facts reducing the same to 10%. Income-tax Act, 1961 — S, 

273(l)(b). (Sh. S.K. Singh Kaintal us. ITO (Chand,)], 42 

Penalty for late flli^ of.retum — The assessees who were partners 
In firm ffled returns late — ACTT imposed penalties u/s 2T\{l)(aj — In 
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iMnaitlev^tticdkdim &egiroiiad4mt ftrm'saccountp qomuteted 
kb»i&*HMieMJWcejkiiad dvBtr diwres iate -^Held, no p«naliy ha^8 bwn 
imposed on firm; parp^ not be penalised rr- Bist appellate authority’s 
vlauw approved and onkr oonfirmed — flewendili's appeals and C.Q. by 
assessees disndssed. Inconae'iax Act, — Secthm 271<l')(a). /4CfT 
us. Shrl Karnirom 4 On. (Jal.H 99 

l^enalty — Assessee a Kadta Arhtia — Selling ^ricultural Produce of Ag- 
riculturists on commission basts and keying their money in safe custody 
etc. — rro noticed various accounts wherd credU balances w^e there of 
Agriculturists — Assessee pleaded mon^ of Principals h^g in safe custody 
after sale their produce — ITO treating diese credits as deports and 
Deputy Commissioner levied penalty u/s 27 ID — Held such credits not 
deposits or loans — Penalty cancelled. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 
269SS&271D. CBDT Circulars 387 dt. 6-7-1984 and 556 dt. 23-2-1990. 
/M4 Harpal Singh Jaswant Singh us. ITO (AmrI.)] 12 

Penaltv Assessee adopting mercantUe system of Accounting — Changed 
the system to cash method during the year — On this basis filing return 
shou/lng deficit of Rs. 700/- in response to notice u/s 148 — Assessing 
Officer computing income of Rs. 41,320 on mercantile basis and issuing 
noUce u/s 271(l)(a) — Imposing penalty of Rs. 13,620 — DC (Appeals) 
confirmed the penalty order — Held, assessee deliberate avoided to file 
the return In time — Penalty order confirmed — Appeal dismissed, tneome- 
tax Act, 1961 — Sections 148and271(l)(a)./Hanuman/lCharitob/eTru8t 
rOe/.)/ ,» 1^5 

Penalty — Assessee filing Audit report on 21-1 1-1989 together with, die 
return of income — ITO imposing penalty u/s 27 IB for failure to file the 
Audit report before the specified date which was 31-10-1989 — Held return 
having not been filed u/s 139(1} or 142(1)(1), penalty u/s 27 1 B not attracted. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 139(1), 142(1) & 271B. IM/s R.S. 
Distributors us. ITO Ward No. 2, NaJIbabad (Del.)] 37 

Penalty — Assessee filing estimate but not paying advance tax — Assessing 
Officer Initiating penalty proceedings u/s 273(2)(b) — During the hearing 
A.O. found estimate filed was also imtrue — Issuing letter to assessee to 
show cause for penalty u/s 273(2)(a) also — Assessing Officer levying penalty 
of Rs. 10,000/- on both charges — CfTfA) cancelling penalty as no default 
u/s 273(2){b) as estimate duly filed and that no proceedings initiated 
u/s 273 (2)(a) in the original notice — Held once proceedings Initiated 
u/s 273(^(b) penalty u/s 273(2Ka) could be imposed provided a proper 
opportunity afforded before passing order — Penalty imposed, however, 
cancelled as Revenue failed to establish malflde etc. on asse^see's part, 
fneome-'tax Act, 1961 ^ Sections 273(2)(a), 273(2)(b), 274 8e 292B./AOT 
us. Modi Engineers (Jai,^ 105 

Penalty — Assessee Kacha Ahrtla working bn commission basis — Various 
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credit accounts noticed by AO — Assessee claiming money bekmgir^ to 
Agriculturists after sale of their produce lying in safe custo<^ — Assessing 
Officer treating loans or deposits — DC levying penalty u/s 27 IE for 
repayments in cash — Held C1T(/^ Justified in canning penalty — Additiondly 
assessee was held to be prevented by sufficient cause — Revenue's appeal 
dismissed. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Secs. 269SS, 269T, 27 ID & 27 IE. 
//TO us. M/s Harpal Singh Jaswant Singh (Amri.)] 21 


Penalty •— Assessing Officer making trading additions oh estimated and 
completed assessments on higher figures than returned — Also imposing 
penalties u/s 273(2)(a) — CITfA) cancelling the penalties — Held, estimated 
additions no concrete evidence of income — Penalty not imposable — 
ClT(A)’s order confirmed. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 273(2)(a). //TO 
os. Hazarlmal Ramlal (M/s) (Jal.)l 102 

Penalty — For the financial years 1987-88 and 1989-90 returns on Form 
No. 24 u/s 206 were due by 30-4-1988 & 30-4-1990 — Returns for 
financial year 1989-90 filed on 30-8-1990 and for financial year 
1987-88 on 26-12-1990 — DCIT imposed penalties u/s 27A(2)(c) — TDS 
paid within time — Subsequent returns also filed within time — Held, before 
amendment of sec. 206 w.e.f. 27-9-1991 there was no time limit for delivery 
of such returns — Penalties Imposed deleted. Income-tax Act, 1961 — 
Sections 206 & 272A(2)(c). Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Rule 37 & Form 
No. 24. (The Sr. Post Master vs. DCIT (Chand.)J 4 


Penalty — Income of assessee exceeding Rs. 25,000 and turnover 
Rs. 2,50,000 — Not maintaining books of account — ITO levying penalty 
u/s 271 A, Rs. 5,000 — Penalty reduced to Rs. 3,000 in first appeal — 
Held, not necessary to mention in the order about initiation of penalty 
proceedings u/s 27 lA — Income & turnover being in excess of the limits 
penalty attracted - Penalty reduced to Rs. 2,000, the minimum. Income- ' 
tax Act, 1961 — Sections 44AA & 271A. [Mirl lal Mulk Raj vs. ITO (All.)] 


* 


Rectification ; ITAT’S decision held to be rectifiable, where the 
saiM was based, on a High Court Judgment which later on came 
to be overruled by Hon’ble Supreme Court. 

an error apparent from the records in the orders 
passed by the ITAT — Contending that the orders of ITAT were based 
^ a decision of Hon'ble Delhi High Court which subsequently came to 
overmled by the Hon’ble Supreme Court - Held, the revenue’s contention 
required to be accepted^ Income-tax Act, 1961 -Sections 154 & 254(2) 
[DCIT vs. Sanjaif Singh Sandhu (Del.)} 

^fere^ — Revenue referred various questions of law in four Reference 

to 3 “S “ f appitoitlon below 

Rs. 30,000/- - Held, In view of Board's circulars and revenue effect being 
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less ftian Ris. 30,000/- no reference necessary 9 nd ai^catlons dismissed. 
l.T. Act, 1961 - - Section 256. Board’s Ctrcubrs Instruction' No. 1573 
F.No. 279/26/83 ITJ dt. 12-7-1984 and Instruction No. 1764 fCBDT 
QtcularF. No. 319/11/87 dt. 14-7-1987).' fOT us. m. KM, Wodhuianl, 
Contractor, Satna (Nag.)] 131 

Restetration of firm — Assessee doing Ahkari business — assessed as 
Registered Firm — CIT noticing most of shops were bid in the names of 
persons other than parbiers & no licence in the name of firm to run AUmrl 
business — Commissioner set a^lng the orders u/s 263 — Held, there 
being no prohibition for transfer of licence in Abkarl Act, the firm was entitled 
to registration. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 185 and 263. Kerala 
Abkarl Act. (M/s Olympic Wines, Kottayam os. TTO (Cochin)] 114 

Registration of firm — One of the partners of assessee firm was a Pvt. 
Trust — rro holding in order u/s 143(3) that business income which was 
diverted to the trust actually belonged to the firm — As such firm held to 
be not genuine and registration refused — CITfA) confirming ITO’s order 
also holding that profits not divided, distributed, credited as per partnership 
deed and Application Form No. 11 — Held, no material that Trust’s profit 
shared by partners — Not a case of Benamidar of other partner — Rrm 
entitled to registration. Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections IM and 185(l)(b). 
Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Rules 22-24 and Form No. 1 1 , (M/s. Dilip Kumar 
Kali Charan, Agra vs. ITO (Del.)} 116 

Sham T ransactions — Assessees partners of two firms — Flms Commission 
Agents of a Chemical Mfg. Co. & also having deposits In Co. — Co. in 
financial difficulty — Assessees purchasing shares of Co. of -Rs. 100 each 
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IN Tlffi HIGH Cbuirr CMS 
(Beifore Hoti1]^e Ji]stlce Sint. Su}a^ 

Hon*ble Mr. Justice D.R. 
rr Reference Nos. 1S2 of 197S, 57 of 1983 ^ 

^D. Reference No. 1 of 1977 
Commlsslaner of lncome*tftx 
v«. 

H.H. Rajendrasinghjl Maharaja of Rajptpta 

For the Appellant T.V. Khatrl & J.P. Deodhar 

For the Respondent K.B. Bhujte & V.H. Patfl 

Decided on 24-1 M993 

HUF — Shrl Raghubir Slnghjl (S) inheriting property of l«te 
Maharafa Rajendrasinghji <F) — Death of Maharal* efier coming 
Into force Hindu Succession Act» 1956 — Son lidieriting Use 
property contending the income of the HUF and not of Individual 
— Further contending rule of prtmogenituire not appllcabla to the 
estate — Held Income arising from the said property after death 
of F, income of HUF of S — No evidence on record to show rule 
of primogeniture applicable to the estate *— Income arising from 
property to the extent of the income that arose from S's IntereAt 
in the property as heir of F under the Hindu Succession Act to 
be assessed as income of Individual' of S. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 4 

Hindu Succession Act, 1956 — Sections 6 & 8. 

FACTS 

Maharaja Rajendrasinghji of Rajplpla died on or about 2-2-1963 before 
the end of the accounting period relevant to the A. Y, 1963-64. Income 
tax return for the AY. 1963-64 was filed by his son RaghubtrsinghjI 
in his capacitp as a legal heir of late Maharaja Rahjendrasinghji. Income- 
tax returns^ for the subsequent AYs. were filed by Raghublrsinghjl. The 
years Involved are assessment years 1963-64 and 1964-65 to 
1971 -72. Income-tax Reference No. 57 of 1 983 raises the same question 
in respect of succeeding A.Ys. 1973-74, 1974-75 and 1976-77. Estate 
Duty Reference No. 1 of 1977 relates to the same property as forming 
a port of the estate left by the deceased Maharap Rajendrdsinghfl. The 
decetased Maharap Rapndrasinghjl of Rajplpla State was the elder son 
of his father H.H. Maharap Vlp0nghfl. Maharap VipysInghjI had two 
Indian Wives and one English wife. Apart from the deceased 
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Rajendrasinghjl, Mahcy^MSteKfOTpS^ns PramodsfnghJI and 
Indramslnghll from hk frtMh^i^sl'm^Sfi^had one son Rajslnghjl 
from Ms English wife ETIadevI: W'mW^ lj will In England dated 
10-11-1948 bequeothiug dUrtalBipFailieimi otOHdtfndla to his English 
wife and his son bp hts Ej^Hsh tplfeK^bharfllfl W9V^Ni Q^so executed 
a will In India at Bombap on r^pe^ and 

assets Jn the then Dominion of fndlq'c^d'^f grip otf^r place except the 
United Kingdom, the United States 6f America^ 'P^d'hce and SwI tzerland. 
What Is relevant to note Is that 'denofn property' ‘spbcl)led In those 
consent terms were given to the 'Hetrs OfVtjapsHhj^JI as set out therein. 
Forexample, PramodsIrtghJI.oneafdteisonsofAhJaiffsQighJI, wasdeclared 
absolutelp entitled to an Immovable property known as ‘Rajendra Villa’ 
at Rajplpla together with all lying 

therein, and so on. The remaining or residuary property come Jx). the 
share of the deceased Rajendrastnghji. The consent terms provided that 
none of the other heirs will have any right, title or Interest ip respect 
of the remaining property as also In respect of the Privy Purse thdt ibos 
being receioed by RaJendrasInghjI and which may be received bp /his 
successors to the Rajplpla State and Its ‘Gadl’ as well as. anp dthdr 
properties movable or Immovable whatsoever. The deceased Raji ndresinghjl 
became the owner of the properties left by his father Vljaysinghjl otbgr 
than those given over to the defendants In the said suit. One of the 
propertleswhlchsocame to him under the consent terms was theMajs>ipla 
palace. He also became entitled to the Privy Purse which he waspJready 
receiving. RaghubIrsInghJI the son of the deceased Rajendrasinghjl as 
the legal heir of the deceased Rajendrasinghjl, filed his Income-tax return 
for theA.Y. 1 963-64 as Rajendrasinghjl died during the relevant accoun ting 
year /or theA.Y. 1963-64. The Income-tax returns for the other A.Yrs. 
wb/cb are under consideration before us In these references, have been 
filed by RaghubIrsInghJI. In the Income-tax return for the A Y 
1963-64 the Income from the Rajplpla palace as also certain other 
^comes were returned as the Income of the HUF of the deceased 
Maharaja Rajendrasinghjl. In the subsequent A.Ys. the income from 
Rajp.pta palace Is shown as of the HUF of RaghubIrsInghJI. This was 
not acceptable to the ITO who, in his assessment orders, held that the 

® Roghubirsinghji for the 

offb^ bTj / Tribunal, however, has, 

TrJrtl^r ^^ J^dgment and order of the Tribunal In estate duty 
proceedings, held that the Income, Inter alia, from Rajplpla palace will 

DECISION 

In order to fccld. tKM. ,p«5tlon5 It te necessary for m to «amlm the - 
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ahotiriied- Devolution of the property would be governed by section 6 ^d 
with section 8. We have not been shown any such covenant. Nor is there 
any enactment passed before the commencement of the Hindu Succession 
Act which provides for such devolution of the Ra)plpla palace. The Tribunal, 
therefore, has rightly held that unless the department can establish that 
in law the said property devolved by primogeniture on the death pf 
Rajendraslnghji the taw requires that the property should be considered as 
passing by succession under the Hindu Succession Act. The question In 
is answered as follows : 

(1) The Income arising from the property called Rajpipla palace was the 
income of the HUF of which H.H. Rajendraslnghji was the karta and was 
not the Income of H.H. Rajendraslnghji as an Individual for the A.Y. 
1963-64. For the A.Ys. 1964-65 to 1971-72 and A.Ys. 1973-74, 
1974-75 and 1976-77, the Income arising from this property was the 
Income of HUF of which H.H. Raghubirslnghjl was the karta to the extent 
that this Income arose from his interest In the said property derived by 
\drtue of his membership of the HUF of H.H. Rajendraslnghji as a coparcener. 
The Income arising from this property to the extent that the income arose 
from his interest in the property as an heir of H.H. Rajendrasinghjl under 
Hindu Succession Act, was the Income of H.H. Raghubirslnghjl as an 
Individual. 

(il) The Hon’ble court answered the question in the estate duty reference 
in the affirmative and In favour of the accountable person. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CWT us. Chancier Sen (1986) Taxation 82 (2) - 58, (1986) 161 ITR 
370 (SC) 

2. ar vs. P.L. Karuppan Chettlar (1992) 197 ITR 646 (SC) 

3. err vs. Her Highness MaharanI Vljoya Raje Sclndla (1993) 1 13 CTR 
452 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Mrs. Su^tQ Manohar, J.) 

Ail these references under the Income-tax Act, 1961 and under the Estate 
Duty Act, 1953 raise a common question relating to a certain property, 
uf*, RoJpIpla palace, left by His Highness Rajendrasinghjl, Maharaja of 
R^pl^a (deceased). Maharaja Rajendrasinghjl of Rajpipla died on or about 
2-2-1963 before the end of the accounting period relevant to the assessment 
^ar 1963-64. Income-tax return for the assessment year 1963-64 has been 
nled fvhls son Raghubirslnghjl in his capacity as a legal heir of late Maharaja 
R^J^df&stnghJt. Income-tax returns, for the subsequent assessment years 
are raed by Raghut^itinghjl. The years of assesanent which are invcrfyed 
♦n Income-tax Reference No. 152 of 1978 arc assessment years 1963-64 





and 3l^ H»9v:h ip each autxeedin^ )fem up tp 
Patience S7.ol4$8dtal$/^d7ib «an^l<l^^ ra^MCtialaiax^MeBag 
a8sa««n^ V»ars 1973^74, 1974'7S and ^97d-'77, DutyJ^aecnee 
No. 1 of 1977 relates to the same jMroperty as forminaa part of dte e^te 
left by the deceased htebaraja Rajendrasinghji. U is necessary to refer In' 
brief to the fanUly l^toiy of Maharaja Rajendraslngh]! of Rajpipla Insofar 
as it Is relevant for die purpose of these references. 

The deceased MaharaJ imendraslnghjl d RaJdpla State was the elder son 
of his father H.H. Maharaja Vijaystnghji. Mdtaraja V^yslnghji had hvo 
Indian wives and one English wife. Apart from die dec«sed Rajendrasinghji, 
Maharaja Vljaysinghji had two sons Pramodsingl^l atul Indra^nghji from 
his Indian wives. He also had one son Rajsinghji from his English wife 
Elladevl. Vijaysinghji had executed a will in England on 4-9-1946 under 
which he had bequeathed certain properties outside India to his English 
wife. Thereafter, he revoked the will and made another will In England dated 
10-1 1-1948 bequeathing certain properties outside India to his English wife 
and his son by his English wife. Maharaja Vijaysinghji also executed a will 
in India at Bombay on 9-1-1949 in respect of his properties and assets 
in the then Dominion of India and at any other place except the United 
Kingdom, the United States of America, France and Switzerland. 

On the death of Vijaysinghji a petition was filed by one fndrajitslnghjl, one 
of his sons. In High Court of Judicature at Bombay being petition No. lA 
of 1952 seeking a direction that the Administrator General of Bombay should 
apply for Letters of Administratlon-cum-Testament Annexo in respect of 
the properties and credits of Vijaysinghji and to collect and, take possession 
of the same. This became necessary In view of the fact that the Official 
Trustees under the Bombay will of 91-1-1949 renounced executership. This 
petition was ultimately dismissed; whereupon indraslnghji filed Petition No. 
318 of 1953 in the Bombay High Court for Letters of Admlnlstratlon- 
cum-Testament Annexo in respect of the Bombay will of 9-1-1949. 
Maharaja Rajendrasinghji filed a Caveat In these proceedings. He also filed 
a suit In this High Court being Suit No. 939 of 1953 for a declaration 
that succession to all the properties and assets of his father Vijaysinghji 
was governed by the rule of primogeniture and he (Rajendrasinghji) was 
entitled to all the said properties, assets and credits. In the alternative he 
prayed that if it was held that the properties, assets and credits were rK>t 
governed by the rule of primogeniture, then these should be duly admini- 
stered by the Court, having due regard to the testamentaiy dispositions 
as were held to be valid or effective in law or is in the alternative on the 
footing of intestacy. 

During the pendency of the proceedings filed by Indraslnghji for Letters 
of AdmlnisttaUori, the suit fited by the deceased, namely, Suit No. 939 
of 1953 came to be setded between the heirs of Vijaysinghji by virtue 
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' PattftrtittKocwaroa, one oi ine w^? 

-Maihafanl'PaartfrtiKbdveAa/,' .. ibl 

Thereafter, as a.’reWt pf anptheV^itte^'^l^frive^ at^ <* 

and the remaining heirs pf V^i|ayslngh|l,‘ thp, entlre.sult 
and this was under the consent terms of 28-1-1957 . The detailed dispositions 
made under the cPnseht terms 'ol 28-‘l'i'957 havd bfecn l^ OTft’ W 5nrer 
of theTrftwnal dated 9-8'l974‘irt^Est2rtei3uty Applltatlori NSi'lBS^iti.) 
of 1969-70 whfch is annexed as fexhlblt'^'G’ m Ihpdrhe-ticfe'‘1?^(^ddd-Nb. 
152 of 1978. What Is releO^nt fo hcsfe ts th^ft tcrtalhi^CipdrtldiiijbedMd 
Ih those' consent terms were' tb the heirs iof V^ajt’slh^fhjr W-Set' ^ 

therein. f=br exampte. Pramodslngt^i; one bf the •tons' bf'V^aysinjgftjli;^^ 
declared absolutely entltied to an Immovable prbr^l^'khbrim'tis'’ftt^d^^ 
VHla’ ^ RaJtJlpli toother wltlV airfurnlture; ftifetdres dnd 
therein, and so oh.’ The refriairilng ortKlduar^ jfjrbpbrty cami&''fb ^hb'share 
of the deceased RaJehdraSmghji. The consent tm'hw brbt'idbif that- Hbii^ 'of 
the other heirs will have any right, title or Interest In resTpbbf bf thii'rfefhainlhg 
•property' as also in respedt of the Priyy Purse fhat'tli^as"beih|^’t‘beeh7ed'by 
RaJcndraSlnghJl and Which may be received by his su^gsbVs7b the 
State and its 'Gaidt' as well as any other propeiiUssmol^bie, t>c imnftb\aihle 
.'Whatsoever, .-j-, ■>. 

'Asa result, the dcceasedRajendraslrighp becarhe the bWrtterbf ^ebtdi^rtles 
left by his father Vljaysingt^i odr^’thah those given over tb' the defendants 
in the said suit. One of the properties Which so carne 'to hlthiinder •ffie 
consent terms was the Rajplpla pblaCe. He also became entitled tO the P^lvy 
Piirse which he was already receiving'. 'i. . 

In the estate duty proceedings arising on the death of Raje^ra^ini^jiiin 
,)^bruary 1963, thp accountable person claimed that, the, prbpprtics both 
rnpvable and. Immovable which were received by, thp deceased l^jen- 
. tbf pn tbe death of his father late Maharaja Vijayslhg^l lincjfe'r the 
^ 25:1-1957 as well as any other proiperty belbngina to 


'Vfy .“TTyr-j ‘ ■tvsd uy 1 1 lUUudl 1(1 QUly 

pi^eedjrtgs by its order dated, 9-8-1974. In respect of tbis bV'der iri tbe 
, proceedings the,foIlowing question 'has'bepn Uferr'ed to us under 
,^.?p<;Hpn;,^4(l)‘.pf the Estate' Dqty Act 

. ^ < V!.. . - 'M ^ - I , ■ 'll' ^ ti H ' f . t •'/ ' *1 ! ; r ; ) ■_> f --’Af ?.(], 

Whether, on the facts and in the circumstanpas iof the c^se, ,tbc 
- which came to the deceased from hlS father t?y 
thexpr^t decree dated 28.i.l95,t.,^e goyeyW'i^ tbel 9 «^ 
j . ! : Piibp^tes are theipijit Hibdu family pipperttes 

ahd not the personal properties of the deccasecl ^ 



aiaSilVICiT vs. H.H. of Ri^lpla (Bom.) 


>n lh(j substiquent asses^rpcn* V^ars 

"* o' '"'0 HUP of 'Raa'hubirsInahM: 

iWs^vi««(TrKrt dfoBptsbte-teiid^e leiEdPrswiNid 

.iRai9ndiiasfe5»0bftliifpR;<ih4 a9s«ssn)«nt;Me^i} 

,)for tbEiSt^MBqwOt flssesssenl; year^;lp.flMe9ii«3.^)i)inr^)VSi^?^^ 
bq,<«werirb»% ooi tb« basis, jqf 

es^ate,^afe^fP^«^e«4^ngSiIJb^ 40C0mPe?!«f^rv.fl/fe.4{ipf3> 

.palaos-'VlH hbve.ij^-;beiqo»$id^r^;^$eipfq!qr>#!g^ 

1 Maharalai Badendrasingbjii (pit 4h((s,:ai8!e,ss^( 

«4, Ba^vA>ii?lnahjt (oc ^he^spbse«Bgnt,as^snjpntiy^rp|ii^,.^Ug^l9l^,-^.,|j 


•to US fb^'deh^t^lhatlOH ih 1rt0dn1^ajt''Fte1e»<6hbe'ltor'152«O^^^^^ 

“\k^cthcr,* op ^Vfac\s C'is'6'j,'lh'^6frte 

'arising from the property caticd ^ajplpla'^aiace'' Was j^li^'^hcorbe^of 
the HUF of which H.H. Rajendrasinghji was the karta and w^STibt'me 
' IhfcOrtrt of/kHJltajertdfe^ghjllbrflfe assessment yeairl'^ 

Whethsfr’ for ’the' assessment yeavs' 1964'^ td> 1971*-7;2::th«l'te«pcwije 
arising '(roht^fhis ‘Property was ths'lncome-of die l^F bl wtrtth'H.’H. 
- 'Ra^ubirgihghjh Was the katfa and! Was’ fioftbe Incomei dh’iHjM. 
' Rag'Hubfrginghji?^''' ■' "■■■ • '-'■■''■ "' ''"i •■!' 

THc folioWlhg que^tiph hasbeen referr^S'to UsJbir defeWriina^lbbth^tt^ 

'tax 'Referenqe'’^^ of 1^3 .: '■ ‘' .'*' * ' ’"' ‘ / 

the 



n'i viu iii’v,'* i ,<M,v I ,^jz\HK.irr,:*^tjn.yi, Tifil iv.; ' r ;'v/w J.f*' vO 

. ,lp ^PCide.t^ quest^Kl^lS pqcq9^p)ry,fojr,ps;t^ the 

.nptqrj^ fh^ Maharaja Vijayslngbjl. the father 
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hoM«wr, Mr. Khatri has not been able to ite any malertsl Irotfi the 
reeonl b^ore us. in ^e order of the Tribunal m the estate (tety a|>i^c^n, 
the Tribunal, after examining all tee facts, has given a finding to tee eSiecA 
teat there is no evidence uteatsoever to prove teat tee succession, Inter 
alia, to Rajpipla palace was governed by the rule of primogeniture or that 
tee property constituted an Imitertible estate as urged by the revenue. 
Therefore the contention of the department has no factual basis. 

No custom establishing succession by primogeniture for the said property 
can be spelt out from the material which is before us. Mr. Khatri relied 
upon the observations made in one of the wills of Maharaja Vljayslnghji 
to the effect that the rule of primogeniture would not apply to his properties. 
We do not see how these observations In any way establish that the rule 
of primogeniture was applicable to tee devolution of Rajpipla palace. From 
the facts which we have set out earlier, it is clear that Vljayslnghji treated 
all his properties Including the Rajpipla palace as his private property in 
respect of which he made various wills. His English will was probated. But 
it does not relate in any manner to succession to the Rajpipla palace. The 
Indian will of Vljayslnghji was not probated. It was as a result of the consent 
decree passed In Suit No. 939 of 1953, dated 28-1-1957 that Rajen- 
drasinghji, as the heir of his father Vljayslnghji, became entitled to the 
Rajpipla palace. The said property, therefore, came into the hands of the 
deceased Rajendrasinghji in his capacity as an heir of his deceased father 
as a result bf the settlement arrived at tetween him and other heirs of his 
deceased father. 


In these circumstances, since the deceased Rajendrasinghji inherited this 

V T coming into force 

° Succession Act, 1956, this property will have to be considered 

hi f property developed on him on the death 

of his father in April 1951 before the coming into force of the Hindu 

f P'-°''‘sions of Hindu law as applicable prior to the 

force of the Hindu Succession Act will have to be applied. 

thj have to be considered as HUF property in 

the hands of Rajendrasinghji during his lifetime. ^ 

coparcenary. But ttls te £ hl'’LT‘rh? 

.pactw m Cla» > of Schedule to the HWu 
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M • 

and datag^fli^Hara fuda Etunate ’idadlueiKi te dial oase, thp Adered (sf the 
decfid^it^Ctal&hamoc^aaMedia^^repei^ lestmoitwy 

or inleittito 'waoesskMriv as the case may be, mider #te Hindu Sudo^sion 
Act and not 1:^ survivofdatp. Therefore, In the present case <m d>e death 
of deceased RaJdndrasin^iil, Ids Interest, inter alia, irTthe Rappht pdace 
wodd devcdve by Intestate succession under the Hindu Succession Act, 4$, 
the deceased Rali^draslnghjt did tK>t leave behind any will. 

in this connection a reference may be made to a decision of the Supreme 
Court in the case of CiVT us. Chander Sen {198€d 161 fTR 370. The 
Court in that case was concerned with the nature of the property for the 
purpose of wealth-tax. The Supreme Court observed that it would be difficult 
to hold today that property \dilch devolved on a Hindu male under section 
8 of the Hindu Succession Act would be HUF property in his hands vls- 
a-vls his own son; that would amount to creating two classes among the 
heirs mentioned in Class I, the male heirs in whose hands it will be joint 
Hindu family property uls-a-uls their sons, and the female heirs with respect 
to whom no such concept could be applied or contemplated. The Supreme 
Court, therefore, held that the property which devolved on the son under 
section 8 would be his absolute property and would not be joint Hindu family 
property vls-a-ufs his own son. 

This judgment of the Supreme Court has been followed in the subsequent 
case of the C/T us. P.L Karuppan Chettlar (1992) 197 ITR 646. In this 
case, the Supreme Court considered the case of the deceased who, wlUi 
his wife, sons and daughter constituted a HUF at the time of his death. 
His heirs including his son succeeded to the properties left by the deceased 
Under section 8. The question was whether the income from the property 
coming to the son on the death of the deceased should be assessed as the 
income of the joint family of the son. The Supreme Court held that the 
income from the property which was inherited by the son on his father’s 
death was not assessable as income of the joint family. 

Ratio of these cases would apply to the present case also and the share 
In the Rajplpla palace Inherited by Raghublrslnghjt under section 8 on the 
deadi of Maharaja Rajendraslnghji cannot be considered as HUF property 
in his hands.^ Therefore, income from such share in Rajptpla palace will 
have to be considered as his Individual income. 

We have to consider the nature of the Interest of Raghublrslnghjl m the 
Rajplpla palace. As Rajplpla palace was a property belonging to the HUF 
of Rajendraslnghji, Raghubirsinghji had an Interest in the said property by 
virtue of his being a coparcener In the said HUF. But in respect of the 
interest of Rajendraslnghji in the said HUF property, a portion of which 
devdved by intestate succession on Raghublrsingh^ under the Hindu Succession 
Act, Raghubirsinghji would be entitled to It as an individual Inheriting the 
property u/s 6. The Income, tiim^efore, which accrues to Raghubirsinghji 
In respect of the said property wiU have to be proporhonatety divide! and 
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a portion considered as income of ^ HUF and th8>i%maiQirtg|rSmoQtinlsra5 
Income of Raghubirslnghji as an indlvkkiaJ. The d|wlsion ofitatMnebiadliiraj^ 
to be in the same proportion as the HUF interest of Ra9hubii:sinj}hjl'>fn 
the said property and his individual interest in the safdr prc^erty'Vhhichritle 
inherited from his father under the Hindu. Siioceasloaii Acft:! L; io 


For the above purpose, the share of Raghiibirsinghfl in the ihfd prb^eHy 
as a coparcener in Ihe HUF of Rajendrastnghji as al^b hts ishirre S^itd 
property as the heir of Rajendrasinghji under the Hindu Succession Act, 
shall be worked out by the T rlbunal when the matter goes back tollhe Tittbuhiil 
for giving effect to our order and the share of Raghubirsir»ghil iki the ihcorote 
of the said property shall be worked out accordingly. ' . . , : . ' 


Since it is strenuously urged before us by Mr. Khatrt that Ra)iilpla palace 
must be considered as having devolved by primogeniture on Raghtibirslhghji 
we will also consider the situation which arose in this case- bh the ddhth 
of Rajendrasinghji. In the first place, as the Rajpipla palace had not deyblyeti 
on Maharaja Rajendrasinghji by primogeniture, it caririot devolve on 
Raghubirslnghji by primogeniture, after the death of Rajendrasinghii; We 
will assume for the sake of argument, however, that the’ property in the 
hands of Rajendrasinghji was an impartible estate which had previously 
devolved on him by primogeniture. However, ori the corhIriQ tritd htce'of 
the Hindu Succession Act, the positiorr altered materially. Under section 
4 of the Hindu Succession Act, save as otherwise expressly provided in 
the Act, any custom or usage. Inter alia, as part of the Hindu law then 
in force Immediately before the commencement of this Act shall Cease to 
have effect with respect of any matter for which provision is madeuh this 
c . Section 5, however, has carved out certain exceptions. Section 5(ii) 
says Ilshat the Hindu Succession Act shall not apply, Inter alia, to ‘any estate 

^temri ^ any covenant or agreement 

OTtcred into by the Ruler of any Indian State with the Govt, of India or 

by the terms of any enactment passed before the commencement of this 
h, Ik 4 any custom or usage under which a propextydevolved 

^ ® '^'ould stand abolished. This, howeverVwill npt 

W an alS ih??' T7?"! Uu Euler of any 

° descends to a single (lelr, 

ere ® ®‘^3cttncnt passed before the commencement of Hindu 

Succession Act which provides for descent of any pmpenr^o a Se 

of the Hindu Succcssion^t such ^ cpmipg into force 

Devolution of the Dronertu xLn w abolished, 

section R TK w would HOW bc governed by section 6 read with 

uni a'c:s2::!'o^:‘''‘’‘'' "■ have S 

with the ^ZTem^nnXT “< »-d,tmp^a 

uvernment ot India there was a provision for devolution 



vs. H.H. Ra^endrasinghJV of Rajpipla (Bom.) H 

of Rajpipla palac^ Wipartibiee^t^ to heir. We have not 

been shown an^v^ch ^d^nant. Nor ts there hny enactment passed before 
the commencepij^(Of.ttid. Hindu Succession Act which provides for such 
devolution of ther^^tlipiple patece. We may refer in this connectlqp to a 
decislqn pf l^je,^yis)orvB(ench, of this. Court in the case of C/7 us. Her 
Highness Mahat^pji ^ndia (1993) 1.1,3 CTR (Bom.) 452. The 

Division Bench has considered In extenso the terms of the covenant dated 
22.4.19^€| ^^^n th^ Ru|pryln l^t rage and the Government of India 
and has' come lo4he'con<^sf^thit me covenant does not indicate that 
the estate stands guaranteed to a singi^heii'hy i* -evaht terms 

o/,.the,^qveriant Jn P|Ui;.c4fie are sjibstant^ly sP' L.e Mivision Bench 
,in th©t ca.gd dpns^d^-ed.lni,the.,e(fectjof.sefi(tpns 4(1) and 5(ii) and held 
thatjn-thfi .ab^nce of any cqvet¥>nt as se^ oyt in section 5{ii) or any 
, .enapttnent as.se*:PJiif, therein, jdsu^^rgperty twoyl4<i¥iolve under the provisions 
Hindu 3t¥Pdfi3slw4ct4 7h€ pjfistjjniBerjcJ^^bwcwer, did not consider 
= in .that 5 case; th? e?f%?t, df-prQj.^Oito .septlpfi 6;de^na,w>t.h devolution of 
the-eptatd (When, 4*^ mate It a%/th€rv4uPiShon does not 

.afftpeat. to. hweibeeij,. raised! (or njas npt^ve,a5l?e,r^1n Jhat casc, 
The Tribtihah ' therefore, bas'dghtly^teid‘ that -unless thddepaftment can 
establish that in law the said property devolved by prynogenityre, on the 
death of Rajendrasinghji the law, rpqyires that the property should be 
considered as passing by .succession under the Hindu Succession Act. In 
the premises We afiswer* the questions as follows' ^ 

(1) 'The question in Income-tax Reference Np. 152 qf 1978 and Incpme* 
tax Reference No. 57 of 19’83 is answered as follows; , , 

(i) The income arising from the property caHed Rajpipla palace was the 
income of the HUF of which H.H. Rajendrasinghji was the karta and 
was not the incor^e of H.H. Rajendiraislnghjl as an individual' for the 
'A.Y. 1963-64. For the A.Ys. 1964-65 to 1971-72 and A. Vs. 
1973-74, 1974-75iand 1976-77, the income arising ftom this property 
was the 'income of HUF of which H.H. Raghubirsinghji was the karta 
to the extent that this income arose from his Interest In the aid property 
derivedbyvtriue.of his membership of the HUF of H.H; R'ejendrasih^hji 
as a coparcener. 1116* income arisihg from this property to the extent 
that the income arose from hls irTterest ih the property as ^iri helr tif 
‘ H.’H. Rajendrasinghji under Hindu SutcesSion Act'.' was the’ tnbomc of 
H.H. Raghubirsinghji as ah Individual. ' • ' ' ' . ' . . 

(2) We answer, the question ip thc,ekate duty rpter^enq^ injhe affirmatiye 
and.ih fj^vpur of the, accovintable pqrspn. , i, ' 

In the circumstances, of title case,, Utere will be no order a& to costs. 




: \ i ‘ 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 12 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before the Hon’ble Mr. Justice AJit K. Sengupta & 
Hon'ble Mr. Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen) 
Reference Application Nos. 612 of 1992 & 165 of 1991 

Commissioner of Income-tnx 
vs. 

R.M. Investment & Trading Co. (P) Ltd. 


Deciu 

DISALLOWA?i'c° o. .EXPENDITURE - A director In a company 
entering Into an agreement with a company to act as an adviser 
and consultant for rendering services for promotion of sales of 
Boeing Aircrafts — Director being paid remuneration for acting 
as adviser and consultant rendering specific and valuable services 
— Revenue dlsallowltrg claim u/s 40(c) Held, a director can 
have transaction with a company In the capacity other than a 
director — Payment made for specific and valuable services 
rendered — Provisions of sections 40(c) not applicable. 


Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 40(c). 

FACTS 


This reference relates to the Income-tax assessment of the assessee 
company for the A.Y. 1984-85. At all material time, the principal 
business of the assessee company was to render consultancy services 
to Boeing company of USA for promotion of their sales of uorlous types 
of aircrafts as per agreement. In return, the assessee company was to 
receive commission on sale of aircrafts. The Boeing company of USA 
used to remit substantial amount to the assessee company as service 
charges in order to enable the assessee company to meet parlous overhead 
expenses In canvassing sale of aircrafts in any particular year. During 
the calertdar year 1983, the assessee company received service charges 
amounting to Rs. 25,50,Qv>jr from the Boeing company of USA. The 
assessee company claimed various expenses against the service charges 
so received. One such expenditure as claimed by the assessee company 
was payment of consultancy fee of Rs 7,25,000/- to Shri K.N. Tapuria 
In terms of an agreement entered Into by the assessee company with 
Shrl Tapuria on 191-1993. in fact, Shrl Tapuria was also appointed 
as one of the directors of the assessee company on that very day on 
which the agreement for payment of consultancy fee was entered Into 
by the assessee company with him. The ITO applying the provisions of 
section 40(c)(i} of the Act, disolfoiued o sum of Rs. 6,53,000/- being the 
excess of the consultancy fee paid to Shri Tapuria, a director of the 
assessee company, in excess of Rs. 72,000/-, the statutory limit laid down 
In that section. On appeal by the assessee before the CIT(A), It was 
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contended on behalf of the assessee compani/ that Shri Tapurla was 
paid the consultancy fee of Rs. 7,25,000/- not In his copacity as the 
director of the assessee compani/ but as a adulser for rendering specl/lc 
services to the Boeing company. Such pai/ment, according to the assessed 
compani/, was not covered bp section 40{c)fl) and the same could at the 
best have been considered 6p the ITO u/$ 40A(2}(a) of said Act. It was 
explained to the CITfA) that In the later half of the i/ear 1982, theassessee 
company received information that the Boeing company of USA was 
In need of some experienced consultancy services In India for providing 
them necessary assistance with regard to the promotion of their sales 
of various types of Boeing aircrafts. Shrl Tapurla In pursuance of the 
agreement dated 19-1-1983 worked as adviser and consultant and 
rendered various services to the Boeing company for and on behalf of 
the assessee company. The CIT(A) was, therefore, of the view that section 
40(c)(i) was not applicable In regard to the payment of Rs. 7,25,000 
made by the assessee company to Shrl Tapurla. 

DECISION 

It is judicially settled that a director may have transactions with a company 
In his capacity other than that of director. Such dual capacities are not 
alien to the concept of the corporate entity of the company and its relation 
with its directors. Where the director deals with the company not as a director 
but as a person otherwise than in his role as a director, the provision of 
section 40(c) shall not touch such transaction. Here, the question is not 
a question of excessiveness or unreasonableness. The question Is whether 
the consultant with whom the company entered into an ind^^aendent contract 
for rendering consultancy service as an expert could be sal4 to have received 
the same consultancy fee paid to him by the company as dlrectSr’ s remuneration 
after his appointment as a director. His becoming a director does not alter 
his original character as the consultant to the company rendering services 
as such. It is admitted fact that the retention of Mr. Tapuria was a necessary 
condition of the agreement which the foreign party enteted into with the 
assessee company. His appointment as a director, therefore, could be said 
to be a step taken by the company towards ensuring direct and closer 
association with Mr. Tapurla who is pivotal to the entire business of the 
company. The fact that the same amount of consultancy fee was to be paid 
to him even if he was not brought in as the director clearly shows that 
the fee paid has nothing to do with his holding the office of directorship. 
The appointment as director would have conceivably the only object of 
securing the consultant as an insider as well as to eliminate the element 
of uncertainty for the success of the business but whatever further benefit 
: or services the company received by having M. Tapuria as a director is 
[ not in effect remunerated by ciny extra sum. This is also a point that the 
I payments received by him from the company was not for the services that 
he rendered as its director but as Its consultant which the company would 
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have to pay even without his appointment as a director. In this view of 
the matter the question referred by the Tribunal was answered by the Hon’We 
Court In the affirmative and in favour of the assessee. 

Case referred to : 

Bharat Beedi Works (P) Ltd. vs. CIT (C.A. No. 1452 of 1987) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 


(AJIt K. Sengupta, J.) 


In this reference made at the instance of the revenue the following question 
has been referred by the Tribunal for the opinion of this Court under section 
256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’) : 


“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was justified in holding that the consultancy fee of Rs. 7,25,000 paid 
by the assessee-company to Shri K.N. Tapuria, a director of the 
company, did not fall within purvtew of the section 4 0(c)(i) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 and thereby deleting the addition of Rs. 6,53,000 made 
by the Assessing Officer to the total Income of the assessee?" 


This reference relates to the income-tax assessments of the assessee- 
company for the previous year, being the calendar year 1983 corresponding 
to the assessment year 1984-85. At all material time, the principal business 
of the assessee-company was to render consultancy services to Boeing 
company of USA for promotion of their sales of various types of aircrafts 
as per agreement. In return, the assessee-company was to receive com- 
mission on sale of aircrafts. The Boeing company of USA used to remit 
substantial amount to the assessee-company as service charges in order 
to enable the assessee-company to meet various overhead expenses in 
canvassing sale of aircrafts in any particular year. 


During the calendar year 1983, the assessee-company received service 
charges amounting to Rs. 25,50,000 from the Boeing company of USA 

^’^penses against the service charges 
expenditure as claimed by the assessee-company was 
parent of consultancy fee of Rs. 7.25,000 to Shri K.N. Tapuria in terms 

on ig^f assessee-company with Shri Tapuria 

dlrectorsof of the 

for f on that very day on which the agreement 

wThr^he rrn T'"' assessee'ompany 

dlsallLkl sum ° Rs r53 OOo’ST ‘“"“J J 

.paid to Shri Tapuria, a dlre^or (^the ° consultancy fee 
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,of 7:^ ^{OOQ ^ot inifais capacity as the director of the assessee-company 
hoti asran adN^ rendering specific services to the Boeing company. 
Such paymsfetL According to the assessee-company, was not covered by 
section 40(c)(1) /and' die same cotid at best have been considered by the 
rriQ j^ndejrt lection 40A(2)(a) of the^sald Act. It was explained to the 
" ^pn^Issloner (AppealsJ that In the later half of the year 1982, the a^sessee- 
cbmpany received information that the Boeing company of USA was in 
need of some experienced consultancy services in India for providing them 
necessary assistance with regard to the promotion of their sales of various 
types of Boeing aircrafts. The assessce-company found that Shrl K.N. 
Tapuria at Calcutta had considerable experience in the aforesaid line of 
business and had also good contact with the officials of the Boeing company 
in the USA. In view of the keen competition, the asscssee-company approached 
Shri Tapuria for negotiating with the Boeing company on its behalf. Shrl 
Tapuria. started negotiations with the Boeing company. Subsequently the 
assessee-company was informed by the Boeing company that it was keen 
to secure the personal services of Shrl Tapuria as .a consultant and adviser 
and if the assessee-company was able to secure the personal services of 
Shrl Tapuria along with the services of other personnel, the Boeing company 
was prepared to appoint the assessce-company as Its agent in India for 
promoting the sale of various types of Boeing aircrafts. On this understand- 
ing, the assessee-company was able to secure from the Boeing company 
through Shrl Tapuria a draft of the agreement to be executed between the 
assessce-company and the Boeing company of USA containing the board 
terms and conditions. At this stage the assessee-company entered into an 
agreement with Shrl Tapuria on 29-1-1983 under which Shrl Tapuria agreed 
to guide and advise the Boeing company on behalf of the assessee-company 
in promotion of the sale of various types of Boeing aircrafts in India. Shri 
Tapuria agreed to render all possible assistance to the Boeing company 
on the assessee’s behalf in carrying out negotiations with various prospective 
purchasers including Air India and Indian Airlines in connection with s^lc 
of Boeing aircrafts. Shri Tapuria was also appointed as director of the 
assessce-company on the same date, l.e. 19-|-1983. This was done with 
a view to enabling Shrl Tapuria to finalise the negotiation with the Boeing 
company and execute a formal agreement with them on behalf of the 
assessce-company. It was clearly understood that Shri Tapuria wouljd^be 
able to secure a final agreement with the Boeing company within April 
1983 and with retrospective effect from 1-1-1983 aswasoriglnaliy proposed 
by the Boeing company. On 7-2-1983, the assessee-cornpany wrote to the 
Boeing company confirming, inter alia, that it will be possible for the 
assessee-company to secure and provide to the Boeing company personal 
services of Shrl Tapuria Including the. benefit of his vast experience and 
skill in this line of business. Shrl Tapuria negotiated vy^h the Boeing company 
on behalf of the asSessee<ompany and the final agreement with the Boeing 
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company was signed by Shri Tapurla on behalf of the assessee-company 
on 15-4-1983. Under this agreement the assessee-company was appointed 
as the agent of the Boeing company for promotion and sale of different 
types of Boeing aircrafts manufactured by them in USA. 


Shrl Tapuria in pursuance of the agreement dated 19-1-1983 worked 
as an adviser and consultant and rendered various services to the Boeing 
company for and on behalf of the assessee-company. Shrl Tapurla had to 
visit frequently Delhi and Bombay where the headquarters of Air India and 
Indian Airlines are located and also undertook several trips to Europe and 
USA. At the specific request of the Boeing company, Shri Tapurla had 
to devote substantial attention in connection with specific services rendered 
by him to the Boeing company for and on behalf of the assessee-company. 
It was because of the valuable services rendered by Shrl Tapurla that the 
assessee-company was able to renew its agreement with the Boeing company 
from time to time in subsequent year. In fact, the Boeing company again 
addressed a letter to the assessee-company on 15-2-1986 appreciating the 
valuable services rendered by Shrl Tapurla and stating very clearly that In 
case of further renewal of their agreement, they would like to ensure that 
personal services of Shri Tapuria would continue to be available to them 
for and on behalf of the assessee-company. On the basis of the aforesaid 
facts, the Commissioner (Appeals) came to the conclusion that it was entirely 
through the efforts of Shrl Tapurla that the assessee-company was able 
to make the agreement with the Boeing company and that Shrl Tapuria 
rendered the personal services to the assessee-company as an adviser and 
consultant without which the assessee-company would not have been able 
to receive service charges amounting to Rs. 25,50,000 from the Boeing 
compariy during the relevant previous year. The Commissioner (Appeals) 
was of the view that the payment of Rs. 7,25,000 made by the assessee- 
cornpany to Shrl Tapurla was made to him not in his capacity as a director 

adviser and consultant and for 

asse^^e corner company for and on behalf of the 
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ctmsultanc^ agreement with the Boebig company of USA cmiy because it 
was able to ensure the personal services of Shrl Tapurla as an adviser and 
consultant being made available to the Boeing company. The Commissioner 
(Appeals) fdt that the pajanent of Rs. 7,25,000 to Shrl Tapuria was not 
an ordinary payment in his capacity as a director of the company but it 
was a specific payment for certain special services rendered by him as an 
adviser and consultant to the Boeing company. The Commissioner (Appeals) 
was, therefore, of die view that section 40(c)(i) was not applicable In regard 
to the payment of Rs. 7,25,000 made by the assessee-company to Shrl 
Tapuria. The Commissioner (Appeals) thereafter proceeded to consider 
whether the payment of Rs. 7,25,000 to Shrl Tapuria could be disallowed 
under section 40A(2)(a). The Commissioner (Appeals) noted that the question 
or reasonableness of the quantum of any expenditure has to be judged from 
the point of view of a prudent businessman and not by any subjective 
consideration. It was seen in this case that the payment had been made 
by the assessce-company to Shrl Tapuria with a view to getting consultancy. 
Having regard to the fact that the assessee-company may not have been 
able to secure the consultancy contract with the Boeing company without 
the personal services of Shrl Tapuria, the Commissioner (Appeals) held that 
the payment of Rs. 7,25,000 to Shrl Tapuria could not be said to be 
unreasonable and/or excessive having regard to the legitimate business 
needs of the assessee-company and the benefits derived by the assessee- 
company by incurring such expenditure. He, therefore, held that such 
payment of Rs. 7,25,000 was also not hit by the provisions of section 
40A(2){a). On appeal by the revenue before the Tribunal the order passed 
by the Commissioner (Appeals) was upheld. 

We find that the facts as recorded by the Commissioner (Appeals) and which 
have been upheld and reiterated by the Tribunal have not been challenged 
in this reference by the revenue. Section 40(c) applies In the case of 
companies only. This section has since been deleted by the Direct Tax Laws 
(Amendment) Act, 1987 with effect from 1-4-1989. Prior to its omission 
clause (c) of section 40 empowered the ITO to disallow the whole or part 
of any expenditure incurred by a company, which resulted directly or 
indirectly in the provision or any remuneration, benefit or amenity, to a 
director or to a person who had a substantial interest In the company or 
to a relative of the director or of such person, if In the opinion of the ITO 
any such expenditure is excessive or unreasonble having regard to the 
legitimate business needs of the company and the benefit derived by or 
accruing to it therefrom. The opinion should be found objectively from the 
point of view of a prudent businessman and after taking into account the 
statutoiy criteria and all relevant circumstances, and should not be influenced 
by immaterial considerations. The ITO. may under this clause disallow the 
expenditure in computing the profits of the company notwithstanding that 
any amount so disalbwed is included in the total income of the recipient. 
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In a case covered by this clause, the aggregate of the expenditure and 
allowance deductible in the assessment of the company cannot exceed 
Rs. 72,000 per annum. The object behind the provisions of clause (c) of 
section 40 was to discharge and disallow payment of high salaries and 
remunerations which go ill with the norms of an egalitarian society. The 
Supreme Court in Bharat Beedl Works (P.) Ltd. vs. CIT (CA No. 1452 
of 1987) - (1993) 201 ITR (St.) 61 had occasions to consider the question 
whether payment of royalty by a company to a partnership firm, whose 
all the three partners were directors of the company, was hit by section 
40(c). In that case it was found that under an agreement between the 
company and the said partnership firm, the company had taken over the 
bidi business and the payment of such royalty was made by the company 
to the firm by way of consideration for allowing the company to use the 
brand name belonging to the firm. The Court found that the genuineness 
or the validity of the agreement between the assessec-company and the 
firm was not disputed. The Supreme Court observed that so long as the 
agreement whereunder the said payment was made was not held to be a 
mere device or a mere screen, the payments in question could not be treated 
as payment made to the directors as directors. The payments were made 
by way of consideration for allowing the assessee-company to use the 
valuable right belonging to them, namely, the brand name. Such a payment, 
the Court observed, could be liable to be scrutinised under sub-section (2) 
of section 40A but certainly did not fall within the four corners of section 
40(c). 

In this case both the Commissioner (Appeals) as well as the Tribunal have 
found as a matter of fact that the assessee-company was able to secure 
consultancy agreement with the Boeing company of USA only because it 
was able to secure and make available to the Boeing company the personal 
services of Shri K.N. Tapuria. It was also found as a matter of fact that 
Shri Tapuria was never a director of the company. Shri Tapuria becanTe 
a director c' the company only on 19-1-1983 on which date the assessee- 
company entered into an agreement with Shri Tapuria to ensure and make 
available the personal services of Shri Tapuria to the Boeing company. It 
was clearly understood between the assessee-company and Shri Tapuria 
that Shri Tapuria will negotiate for and on behalf of the asscssce with the 
Boeing company of USA and arrange to get consultancy agreement executed 
in favour of the assessee-company. It was under this agreement that tlit. 
assessee-company was able to receive service charges of Rs. 25,50,000 
in the previous year under reference and much higher amounts in the later 
years. It has been found as a matter of fact that the Boeing company would 
not have appointed the assessee-company for rendering necessary services 
in India unless the assessee-company was able to ensure the personal services 
of Shri Tapuria being made available to the Boeing company as an adviser 
and consultant, it is also an admitted fact that Shri Tapuria had considerable 
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experience in the aforesaid line of the business and had also good contact 
with the officials of Boeing company in the USA and it was with his personal 
efforts that in spite of keen competition the company was able to secure 
the consultancy contract for rendering various services with the Boeing 
company of USA. The subsequent letter of Boeing company addressed to 
the asscssee-company on 15-2-1986 makes It quite clear that they were 
highly appreciative of the valuable services rendered by Shri Tapuria and 
they expressed their desire to further renew the agreement only on the 
understanding with the assessee-company to the effect that the assessee- 
company must ensure the continued personal services of Shrl Tapuria being 
made available to the Boeing company. These facts found by the Com- 
missioner (Appeals) and upheld by the Tribunal, make it quite clear that 
the sum of Rs. 7,25,^00 was paid by the assessee-company to Shrl Tapuria 
not in his capacity as a director of the company but as an adviser and 
consultant and for rendering specific and valuable services to the Boeing 
company of USA. Such a payment in our view does not fall within the 
four corners of the section 40(c). It is nobody’s case that the payment of 
Rs. 7,25,000 was either excessive and unreasonable having regard to the 
legitimate business needs of the assessee-company or the benefits derived 
by it or accruing to it therefrom. 

It is judicially settled that a director may have transactions with the company 
in his capacity other than that of a director. Such dual capacities are not 
alien to the concept of the corporate entity of thejcompany and its relation 
with its directors. Where the director deals with the company not as a director 
but as a person otherwise than in his role as a director, the provision of 
section 40(c) shall not touch such transaction. Here, the question is not 
a question of excessiveness or unreasonableness. The question is whether 
theconsultant with whom the company entered into an independent contract 
for rendering consultancy service as an expert could be said to have reerfived 
the same consultancy fee paid to him by the company as director’ s remuneration 
after his appointment as a director. The answer appears to be in the negative. 
His becoming a director does not alter his original character as the consultant 
to the company rendering services as such. 

He was donned with the office of directorship only for facility of operation 
of the agency agreement with foreign principal. Being a director and 
consultant, besides rendering consultancy services as per his consultancy 
agreement with the company, he could have the authority of dealing and 
negotiating with the foreign principal on behalf of the company. The source 
of his receipt of the consultancy fee is, however, not his relation with the 
company as one of its directors; the source is the consultancy agreement 
with the company which subsisted notwithstanding his appointment as the 
director. 

The services rendered in his capacity as a consultant are extraneous of the 
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office of directorship that he has been holding. If the payment is extraneous 
to his function as a director, then the overall celling limit of Rs. 72,000 
is not to operate. This principle has analogy with the principle which the 
Supreme Court has enunciated In Bharat Beedt Works (P.) Ltd. ’s case 
(supra). 

It Is admitted fact that the retention of Mr. Tapuria was a necessary condition 
of the agreement which the foreign party entered Into with the assessec- 
company. His appointment as a director, therefore, could be said to be 
a step taken by the company towards ensuring direct and closer association 
with Mr. Tapuria who is pivotal to the entire business of the company. 

The fact that the same amount of consultancy fee was to be paid to him 
even if he was not brought in as the director clearlt^ shows that the fee 
paid has nothing to do with his holding the office of directorship. The 
appointment as director would have conceivably the only object to securing 
the consultant as an insider as well to eliminate the element of uncertainty 
for the success of the business but whatever further benefit or services the 
company received by having Mr. Tapuria as a director is not in effect 
remunerated by any extra sum. This is also a pointer that the payments 
received by him from the company was not for the services that he rendered 
as its director but as its consultant which the company would have to pay 
even without his appointment as a director. 

It is not a case that excessive generosity at the expense of the revenue 
as practised by some erring companies for the benefit of the directors of 
persons controlling their affairs, has been shown to the said director. 

In this view of the matter, we answer the question referred to us by the 
Tribunal in the affirmative and in favour of the assessee. 

The(^e will be no order as to costs. 

Shyamal K. Sen, J. - I agree. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 21 (MP) 

IN THE MADHYA PRADESH HIGH CX3URT 
(Before Hon’ble Chief Justice Mr. U.L. Bhat and 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice M.V. Tamaskar) 

M.C.C. No. 587 of 1985 
Commissioner of income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Udhoji Shri Kishan Das 

For the Appellant Prem Francis 

For the Respondent B.L. Nema 

Decided on 15-9-1994 

REASSESSMENT — Meaning of — Assessment completed and 
refund of advance tax allowed — Assesses filing appeal — > Assessment 
reduced in appeal — Assessee claiming refund u/s 214 for excess 
advance tax paid upto the date of assessment and thereafter 
claiming interest u/s 244 — Assessee’s claim disallowed by revenue 
on the ground that refund already allowed upto the date of 
assessment — Subsequent revision of order by virtue of order 
of CIT(A) and order of reassessment — Held, order of C1T(A) 
merged with the order of Assessing Officer — Not a case of 
reassessment — Assessee entitled to interest u/s 214 upto the 
date of assessment and thereafter Interest u/s 244. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 214 & 244. 

FACTS 

The dispute relates to A.Ys. 1975-76 and 1976-77. The assessee paid 
advance tax. On completion of assessment the advance tax found to 
be In excess and the assessed tax was refunded alongwith the Interest. 
Not being satisfied, the assessee preferred the appeal and as a result 
thereof income was reduced. The department refunded the amount 
payable to the assessee. The assessee, however, claimed Interest u/s 214 
and 244(1 A). The claim was rejected bp the ITO. As regards the payment 
of I n terest u/s 244 Is concerned, there Is no con troversp bu t the controversy 
relates only to Interest whjch may be payable u/s 214. According to the 
revenue (regular assessment) means only the first assessment made and 
will not take the cases where such assessment has been modified In appeal 
and as such the claim of the assessee was refused. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that there was no dispute as to the refund payable 
u/s 240 and sub-section (1) of Section 244 as It stood at the relevant time 
required that in case of refund in pursuance of an order referred to in section 
240, the assessee was entitled to interest if the refund is not made within 
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three months. The interest contemplated In section 244(1) is Interest for 
the period subsequent to the date of the order of assessment or appellate 
order. Where regular assessment has been made u/s 143(3), the nature 
of the assessment cannot be said to have been altered because of the 
intervention of the first appellate authority, second appellate authority or 
the revisional authority. Where any modification is made by the superior 
authority, it will not render the modified assessment something other than 
regular assessment. This view is consistent with the scheme of refund and 
interest contained in sections 214 and 244 of the Act. The Hon’ble Court 
further held that there was nothing in the scheme of provision relating to 
refund and interest which Justifies such a restricted meaning being given 
to the words ‘regular assessment’ occurring in Section 244(1). The Hon’ble 
Court, therefore, held that assessee was entitled to interest u/s 214 upto 
the date of assessment and thereafter interest u/s 244. The matter was 
decided in favour of the assessee. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 


(U.L Bhat, C.J.) 

The following question has been referred by the Income-tax Appellate 
Tribunal at the instance of the Revenue under sec. 256(1) of the Income 
Tax Act, 1961 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was correct In interpreting the words ‘regular assessment’ tn the light 
of the rulings of the Calcutta High Court in 106 ITR 38 and the Madras 
High Court in 126 ITR 1251 ? 


Thedispute relates to assessment years 1975-76 and 1976-77. The assessee 
had paid advance tax in instalments during the two accounting years. The 
Income-tax Officer completed assessment, determining the taxable Income 
and found that the advance tax paid was in excess of the tax assessed. 
The assessee thereby became entitled to refund. Not being satisfied with 
the assessment orders, the assessee preferred appeal before the CIT (Appeals) 
w o urt er reduced the taxable income and the tax payable, whereupon 
further amounts became liable to be refunded to the assessee. The department 
refunded the amounts payable to the assessee. He claimed interest on these 
amounts under Sections 214 and 244 (lA). The claim was rejected by the 
Officer In appeals filed by the assessee, the CIT (Appeals) 
upheld the claim of the assessee and directed the Income-tax Officer to 
amount due as interest under Sections 214 and 244 
o he Act. The Tribunal allowed the application filed by the Revenue for 
reference under Sec. 256(1) of the Act. 

For both the assessment years, the assessee had paid advance tax and 

the Act Thlrwr'^ completed assessments under sec.l43(3) of 

the Act. There was no occasion to invoke Sec. 147 or even Sec. 144. 
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There Is no controversy about the Conclusion of the Tribunal that the assessee 
is entitled to interest under Section 244 of the Act. The controversy relates 
only to the Interest which may be payable under Sec. 214 of the Act. 

Sub-section (1) of Section 214, as it stood at the relevant time, read as 
under : 

“214. Interest payable by Government — (1) The Central Government 
shall pay simple Interest at twleve per cent per annum on the amount 
by which the aggregate sum of any instalment of advance tax paid during 
any financial year in which they are payable under sections 207 to 213 
exceeds the amount of tax determined on regular assessment, from the 
1st day of April next following the said financial year to the date of 
the regular assessment for the assessment year immediately following 
the said financial year, and where any such instalment is paid after the 
expiry of the financial year during which it is payable by reason of the 
provisions of Section 213, interest as aforesaid shall also be payable 
on that instalment from the date of its payment to the date of regular 
assessment..." 

Sub-section (1) of section 214 deals with liability of the Government to 
pay interest from the 1st of April next following the financial year till the 
date of regular assessment. Interest is payable on the difference between 
the total advance tax paid during the financial year and the amount of the 
tax determined on regular assessment. Sub-section (1) of Sec. 214 can apply 
only in cases where there has been regular assessment. Section 2(40) of 
the Act defines “regular assessment” as assessment made under sec. 143 
or 144. Since entitlement under Sec. 214 is restricted to cases of regular 
assessment and interest is payable upto the date of regular assessment, the 
meaning and amplitude of the words ‘regular assessment’ have to be 
appreciated. According to the Revenue, ‘regular assessment’ means only 
the first assessment made by the Assessing Officer and will not take the 
cases where such assessment has been modified by in appeal or second 
appeal. In the two assessments involved in this case, original orders of 
assessment were passed on 2-3-1979 and 17-3-1979 respectively and the 
appellate order was passed on 3-5-1980. According to the Revenue, interest 
is payable under Sec. 214 (1) only till 2-3-1979 and 17-3-1979,respectively 
while according to the assessee interest is payable till 3-5-1980. 

Section 240 of the Act deals with refund on appeal or other proceedings. 
It states that where, as a result of any order passed in appeal or other 
proceeding under the Act, refund of any amount becomes due to the 
assessee, the Income-tax Officer shall, except as otherwise provides in this 
Act, refund the amount to the assessee without his having to make any 
claim in that behalf. Sub-section (1) of Sec. 244 as it stood at the relevant 
time required that in case of refund In pursuance of an order referred to 
in Section 240, If It is not made within a period of three months from 
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the end of the month in which the order in appeal was passed, the 
Government shall pay to the assessee simple Interest at 12% per annum 
on the amount of refund due from the date immediately following the expiry 
of the period of three months, aforesaid till the date on which the refund 
Is granted. The interest contemplated In Section 244 (1) Is interest for the 
period subsequent to the date of order of assessment or appellate order. 

Chapter XX of the Act with appeal and revision. Orders of appellate authority 
shall be communicated to the assessee and to the Commissioner. Where 
the Assessing Officer completes assessment and determines the tax payable, 
or exempts the person concerned from payment of tax and the order is 
modified by the first appellate, the second appellate or the revislonal 
authority, it is such final order that is binding on all the parties. Where 
regular assessment has been made l.c. assessment has been made under 
Sec. 143(3) and Sec. 144 of the Act, the nature of the assessment cannot 
be said to have altered because of the intervention of the first appellate, 
second appellate or the revisional authority. Where any modification is made 
by the superior authority, it will not render the modified assessment. . .something 
other than regular assessment. The original assessment order made under 
Sec. 143(3) or 144 merges in the order of the superior authority. Whether 
the Jurisdiction of the appellate or revislonal authority has been Invoked 
or not and if Invoked, whether the superior authority has Interfered or not, 
the assessment continue to be regular assessment within the meaning of 
Sec. 2(40) of the Act. 

This view is consistent with the scheme of refund and Interest contained 
in Sections 214 and 244 of the Act. The former contemplates interest 
payable upto the date of regular assessment while the latter contemplates 
Interest payable during a period after passing of an order in appeal or other 
proceedings, that is, a future period. To hold that the words ‘regular 
assessment’ in Sec. 214 should be understood as meaning only assessment 
by the Assessing Officer and not as including the order modifying the 
assessment order by appellate or revisional authority will lead to absurd 
results. Take a case where the assessing authority arrives at a correct decision 
and fixed the taxable Income at such an amount as to entitle the assessee 
to obtain refund of part of the advance tax paid and the order is not Interfered 
with by the appellate or revisional authority. In such a case the assessee 
would be entitled to interest or the refundable amount till the date of regular 
assessment. Take a case where the Assessing Officer by an erroneous view 
of law or facts holds that tax payable is equal to the advance tax paid In 
which case no refund would be due and the appellate authority corrects 
the error committed by the Assessing Officer and reduces the quantum of 
taxable income in which case the assessee would be entitled to refund. If 
this modified assessment is to be regarded as falling outside the purview 
of the words ‘regular assessment' the assessee would not be entitled to 
interest under Section 214. This would mean that where the Assessing 
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Officer passes a correct order, the assess^ wlH be entitled to interest but 
where he passes an erroneous order which 1$ corrected by a superior 
authority, the assessee would be denied Interest. There is nothing in the 
scheme of the provisions relating to refund and interest which justifies such 
restricted meaning being given to the words ‘regular assessment’ occurring 
in Sec. 244(1). ‘Regular assessment’ means assessment under section 143(3) 
or 144 of the Act. Where assessment has been made under section 143(3) 
or 144 of the Act it is regular assessment whether the final order of 
assessment is the one passed by the Assessing Officer or the one passed 
by the Assessing Officer as modified in appeal or revision. 

There is conflict of opinion among the various High Courts in regard to 
this controversy. The High Courts of Gujarat, Calcutta, Madras and Rajasthan 
have taken the view expressed by us. (See Badolla Textile Mills us. ITO 
Circle II, Surat, 151 ITR 389 -GuJ. Chloride India Ltd. us. CIT, West Bengal 
106 ITR 38- Cal. T.U.G.C. Ltd. vs. CJT 126 ITR 125-Mad. Super Spinning 
Mills us. CIT and another 199 fTR 832- Mad. and CIT us. M.L. Sanghi. 
170 ITR 670-RaJ. The High Courts of Bombay, Gauhati, Kerala and Andhra 
Pradesh have taken a contrary view. (See CIT vs. Corona Sahu Co. Ltd. 
146 ITR 452- Bom. Moheema Ltd. vs. CIT, 182 ITR 377-Gau. CIT vs. 
G.B. Transports 155 ITR 543- Kcr. and Nizam's Religious Endowment 
Trust us. ITO 131 ITR 239 (A.P). 

In an elaborate judgment, the Full Bench of the Gujarat High Court has 
adverted to the entire case law on the controversy, We arc in respectful 
agreement with the view taken in the said decision and other decisions on 
the same lines. 

With great respect, we are unable to agree with the contrary decisions for 
the reasons which we have already indicated. 

The Tribunal was justified in coming to the conclusion that the assessee 
is entitled to interest under section 214 relying on the decisions in 106 
ITR 38 and 126 ITR 125. The question referred is answered in the 
affirmative i.e. in favour of the assessee and against the Revenue. 

A copy of this order under the signature of the Registrar and seal of the 
High Court shall be transmitted to the Appellate Tribunal. There shall be 
no order as to costs. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ALLAHABAD 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice R.K. Gulatl & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice S.C. Verma) 

IT Application Nos. 281 & 282 of 1992 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Smt. Prakashwati 

Decided on 10.1.1994 

REVISION OF ASSESSMENT — Assessment completed u/s 143(1) 

— Assessment set aside by CIT u/s 263 with a direction for 
de-novo assessment — CIT holding, assessment made without 
making proper Inquiries — Tribunal setting aside the order of the 
CIT in view of Board’s Circular No. 4 dated 8.7.1986 and No. 
176 dated 26.8.1987 — Revenue filing reference application — 
Reference application rejected — Held, no question of law arose 

— Also rejected on the ground that revenue effect less than 
Rs. 30,000/-. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 256(2) & 263. 

FACTS 

For the A.Ys. 1984-85 and 1985-86, assessments were completed u/ 
s 143(1). The CIT set aside these assessments on the ground that proper 
inquiries were not made by the assessing officer and directed the ITO 
to frame de nouo assessment. Tribunal came to the finding that while 
completing wealth-tax assessment for A. Y. 1980-81 inquiries were made 
and euen otherwise In view of the Board’s circular No. 4 dated 8.7.1986 
and 176 dated 26.8.1977, the assessment completed u/s 143(1) could 
not be subjected to ani/ action u/s 263. The Tribunal set aside the order 
of the CIT. Being aggrieved, the revenue sought reference which was 
rejected. The revenue approached the High Court for a direction to the 
Tribunal to refer the case. 

DECISION 

The order of the Tribunal was based on facts and also in view of the 
Instructions of the Board the Tribunal was right in holding that the assess- 
ments could not be set aside and the CIT was wrong in exercising his powers 
u/s 263. The Hon ble Court further held that the revenue effect was very 
small and in view of the Board’s circular No. 279/26/83 dated 12.7.1984 
and circular No. 319/1 1/87 dated 14.7.1987 there was no reason to refer 
the case where the revenue effect was less than Rs. 30,000/-. The department’s 
application was rejected. 

Full text of the Judgment is given on next page: 
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(R.K. Gulatl, J.) 

These are two connected applications under Section 256(2) of the Income- 
tax Act, (for short the Act) filed at the instance of the Revenue 2 |^alnst 
a common order passed by the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, in respect 
of assessment years - 1984-85 and 1985-86. A common question proposed 
in these applications is as under 

"Whether in the circumstances of the case, the ITAT was legally correct 
to cancel the order of the CIT passed under Section 263 of the Income- 
tax Act?” 

The assessments in respect of the above two years were completed under 
Section 143(1) of the Act under the “Summary Assessment Scheme” on 
income of Rs. 15,280/- and Rs. 17,180/- respectively. In respect of the 
assessment year 1984-85 the assessee was subjected to tax of Rs. 80/- 
while in respect of the other year a tax of Rs. 475/- was imposed. The 
Commissioner of Income-tax Meerut by a common order passed under 
Section 263 of the Act set aside the assessments for making the same de 
nouo after making proper enquiries. The Commissioner was of the opinion 
that the impugned assessment orders were erroneous and prejudicial to the 
interest of the revenue, inasmuch as, the Income-tax Officer had completed 
the assessments without making “proper enquiries.’ On appeal, the order 
passed by the Commissioner of Income-tax did not find favour with the 
Income-tax Appellate Tribunal. 

Having heard learned Counsel for the parties, we are of the opinion that 
the order of the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal does not give rise to any 
stateable question of law. 

In setting aside the order of the Commissioner of Income-tax, the Income- 
tax Appellate Tribunal in the first instance held that in view of the Departmental 
Instructions contained in the Board’s Circular No. 4 dated 8.7.1986 and 
176 dated 26.8.1987, the assessment completed under Section 143(1) 
could not be subjected to any action under Section 263 of the Act which, 
inter alia, provided that no remedial action is necessary for summary 
assessments in the cases as the revenue effect less, if any, is consciously 
suffered by the Government in utilising resources for scrutiny and inves- 
tigation of larger cases. The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal held that the 
circulars of the Board being benevolent in nature, it is settled, were binding 
on the tax authorities including the Commissioner of Income-tax. 

That apart, the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal also examined the impugned 
order of the Commissioner of Income-tax on merits and found that it was 
not sustainable on consideration of the material that existed on the record. 
In doing so, it recorded a finding that the enquiry contemplated by the 
Commissioner in his order setting aside the assessment orders, had already 
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been made by the Income-tax Officer when he completed the wealth tax 
assessment for the year 1980-81. These findings of fact recorded by the 
Income-tax Appeliate Tribunal have not been questioned by the Revenue 
in the question proposed in these two applications, ft is thus evident that 
tne order of the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal rested on appreciation of 
the facts and materia), available on the record. 

There is another aspect of the matter. We have seen earlier that in these 
two cases the tax effect Involved Is very nominal, that is Rs. 80/- is for 
assessment year 1984-85 and Rs. 375/- for assessment year 1985-86. 

In Commissioner of Wealth-tax vs. Executors oflateD.T. Udeshi, (1991) 

189 ITR 3 19, a Division Bench of Bombay High Court rejected an application 
for reference where the tax effect was less than Rs. 8,500/- in year saying 
that no reference application could be made in view of policy decision of 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes not to file reference in the cases where 
the tax effect was less than Rs. 30,000/- per year, contained in its Circular 
F. No. 279/26/83 dated 12.7.1984 and Circular F. No. 319/11/1987 
dated 14.7.1987. For that reason also these two applications are liable 
to be rejected. 

In the result, these applications are without merit and are accordingly 
rejected. There shall be no order as to costs. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ALLAHABAD 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice A.P. Mlsra & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice M.C. Agarwal) 

I.T. Application No. 267 of 1991 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Swarup Vegetable Products 

Decided on . 8.7.1994 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Assessee claiming deduction of 
contingent liability being difference in cane price actually paid 
and the one fixed by Govt. — Assessee not accepting the order 
of the Govt. — High Court staying Govt, order — Govt, filing appeal 
before Supreme Court — Held, liability being quantified allowable 
In view of the judgment of the Supreme Court, no question 
of law arose. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 37 & 256(2). 

FACTS 

Brief lit stating the facts gluing rise to this application areihat the assessee 
Is a Public Limited Co. engaged in manufacture anldPsafe of sugar. 
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imgetahfe of/s, alcohol and con/ect/onerp goods through (ts different 
units. During the course of assessment proceedings it Utas noticed that 
theassesseecompanphad. Inter alia, claimed deduction of Es. 14, 77,552 
towards a contingent HabiHtp. ft was claimed that the satd liability had 
arisen on accountof difference In cane price actually paid by theassessee 
and the one fixed by the Central Gout. The asse^ee, however, did not 
pay the enhanced price and on a writ petition, succeeded in securing 
a decision of Hon'ble High Court, Allahabad In Its favour. The Central 
Gout. In Its turn preferred an appeal before the Hon ’ble Supreme Court. 
Since the assessee company had not paid the difference in cane price 
as above and that the matter was still §ub judlce, the assessing officer 
disallowed the claim of Rs. 14,77,552/- with the observations that the 
deduction on this account shall be allowable only when the matter 1$ 
finally decided and the assessee actually pays the amount. 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble Apex Court held that the company which is following the 
mercantile system of accounting, can legitimately claim deduction in respect 
of business liability even if such liability has not been quantified or paid, 
in Kedarnath Jute Manufacturing Co. vs. CIT (1971) 82 ITR 363, the 
Supreme Court held that an assessee who follows the mercantile system 
of accounting can claim deduction u/s 10(2)(xv) in respect of a business 
liability before it is quantified and even if the assessee does not make a 
provision of such a liability in its books of account, he is still to claim 
deduction. Since the aforesaid decision covers the points the revenue seeks 
to raise, the Hon’ble Court did not find that any question for reference 
arose. The present application was accordingly rejected with costs. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Kedarnath Jute Manufacturing Co. Ltd. vs. CIT (1971) 82 ITR 363 
(SC) 

2. CIT vs. J.K. Synthetics Ltd. (1983) 143 ITR 771 (SQ 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(A.P. Misra, J.) 

Heard Learned Counsel for the revenue and also the Learned Counsel for 
the Assessee. Learned Counsel for the revenue seeks following questions 
to be referred by this Court : 

“ 1. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the ITAT 
was correct in law to hold that it was a clear liability and thus dlowable 
as deduction ? 

2.Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the ITAT 
was correct in law to hold that the ratio of Judgment in the case of 
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Kedarnath Jute Manufacturing Co. Ltd. vs. CIT, reported in (1971) 
82 ITR 363 (SC) Is applicable In the present case ?” 

The Tribunal rejected the reference application for the same under Section 
256(1) of Income-tax Act. Briefly stating the facts giving rise to this 
application are that the assessee is a Public Limited Co. engaged in 
manufacture and sale of sugar, vegetable oils, alcohol and confectionery 
goods through its different units. During the course of assessment proceed- 
ings It was noticed that the assessee company had, inter alia, claimed 
deduction of Rs. 14,77,552/- towards a contingent liability. It was claimed 
that the said liability had arisen on account of difference in cane price actually 
paid by the assessee and the one fixed by the Central Govt. The assessee, 
however, did not pay the enhanced price and on a writ petition, succeeded 
in securing a decision of Hon’ble High Court, Allahabad in its favour. The 
Central Govt, in its turn preferred an appeal before the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court. Since the assessee company had not paid the difference in cane 
price as above and that the matter was still sub-Judice, the assessing officer 
disallowed the claim of Rs. 14,77,552/- with the observations that the 
deduction on this account shall be allowable only when the matter is finally 
decided and the assessee actually pays the amount. The above action of 
assessing officer was also sustained in first appeal before the learned CIT(A). 
The Tribunal vide its order dated 30.3.1990 confirmed the decision of the 
first appellate authority and directed to modify the deduction as per decision 
of the Supreme Court of India as and when received. However,, the T rlbunal 
amended this order after the assessee moved a Misc. Application and held 
that the liability in question was provided for on the basis of notification 
issued by the minister of agriculture and irrigation and therefore, is clearly 
as liability which is allowable. Reliance has been placed on the decision 

of the Supreme Court reported in the case of Kedarnath Jute M/g Co 
Ltd., 82 ITR 363. 


The contention on behalf of the revenue is that earlier Tribunal rightly held 
the question of allowing deduction shall be subject to the decision of the 
Supreme Court which is pending. However, we find that the facts of this 
Mse are similar to the facts of the case reported in (1983) 143 ITR 771 
Commfssloneroflncorne tax, Kanpur vs. J.K. Synthetics Ltd., In which 
the following observations have been made : 

ofdSthtfrh Counsel for the parties.' we have no manner 

hu n ^ J the Tribunal that the case was covered 

Supreme Court In the «« of 
Kedarnath Jute Mfg. Co. Ltd os CIT nQ7l\ no itd i i. 

that notwIthMaodlng the dectelon'il tL ShTH^gh &urt S 

assessee is entitled to claim deduction in respect of the provision for 

«’= “year 

WmpV J had gone up in appeal to the 

Supreme Court and was questioning the correctness of that decision 
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and was insisting that the assessee was liable to pay the ^clse duty. 

The company is following the mercantile system of accounting, and it 
can legitimately claim deduction in respect of business liability even if 
such liability has not been quantified or paid. In Kedernath Jute 
Manufacturing Co. us. CIT (1971) 82 ITR 363, the Supreme Court 
held that an assessee who follows the mercantile system of accounting 
can claim deduction u/s 10(2)(xv) in respect of a business liability before 
it is quantified and even if the assessee does not make a provision of 
such a liability in its books of account, he is still to claim deduction.” 

Since the aforesaid decision covers the points the revenue seeks to raise, 
we do not find that any question for reference arose. The present application 
was accordingly rejected with costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 31 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Chief Justice Gokul Chand Mital & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice K. Shivashankar Bhat) 

CWP Nos. 2777 & 2822 of 1986 

P.P. Singh/Sunshine Travels & Tours (P.) Ltd. 

vs. 

Union of India 

For the Appellant ; M. Sayall, P.P. Singh. Arun Jaitly, 

P.K. Muliick, Dhirendra Negi and 
Naveen Chandra 

For the Respondent ; Rajendra and D.N. Malhotra 
Decided on ; ^.4. 1994 

ACQUISITION OF IMMOVABLE PROPERTY — S entering into an 
agreement on 30.4.1986 with A and other co-owners of property 

— Co-owners constructing a residential property and agreeing to 
sell a portion of building to S — Agreement providing possession 
of property to be given on payment of entire consideration — 
Agreement further providing building to be delivered to S or his 
nominee within a period of three years on payment of balance 

— On 1.5.1986 Form 37-EE filed — On 1.10.1986 Chapter XXC 
introduced — Order of acquisition made under provisions of 
Chapter XX-C on 15.12.1986 — Petitioners filing writ, 
questioning the validity of relevant provisions and for quashing 
the order — Held, right of the vendee created on execution of 
agreement — Part performance of contract fell within provisions 
of Section 53 A of Transfer of Property Act — Agreement entered 
into prior to enforcement of Chapter XX-C — Provisions of Chapter 
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XX-C not applicable — Order of acquisition quashed — Only 
proceedings under Chapter XX*A could be initiated. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Chapters XX-A, XX-C & Section 269-C 
Transfer of Property Act, 1882 — Section 53A. 

FACTS 


Sunshine Travels entered Into an agreement on 30.4.1986 with 
Anil Vasudeva and others. Anil Vasudeva and others were the co-owners 
of the property In question. Thei^ were constructing a residential building 
on the said property. The\) are referred to as ‘Sellers’. Sellers agreed 
to sell a portion of the building to the purchaser Sunshine Travels. The 
consideration had to be paid to the manner stated In the agreement 
out of which a sum ofRs. 50,000/- had already been paid under 4 cheques. 
The circumstances In which the balance was to be paid were narrated 
In the agreement. On 1.5.1986, Form 37EE u/s 269AB(2) of the Act, 
was filed. This was under Chapter XX-A. On 1.10.1986, Chapter XX- 
C was brought Into force In Delhi. On the basis of the new Chapter 
XX-C an order was made on 15.12.1986, acquiring the property In 
question. The petitioner Immediately approached the Court by filing 
the present writ petition on 24.12.1986. Petitioner questioned the 
validity of the relevant provisions of Chapter XX-C. Petitioner also 
sought the quashing of the order dated 15.12.1 986, made under Chapter 
XX-C. Petitioner also sought the quashing of rule 48L of the Income- 
tax Rules, 1 962 because It purports to making the proulslons retrospective 
even though the Act did not declare Its provisions retrospective. 

DECISION 


The Hon ble Court held that having regard to ttje agreement and supple- 
mentary agreement there was no doubt that the possession of the property 
had been handed over to the vendee ar^d he had been In enjoyment oh 
the same. The agreement created a right In the vendee to enjoy the property. 
Even assuming that there was only a part performance of the dbntract, 
the saw pari performance was clearly the one falling within Section 53A 

circumstances It was contended 
269AR nTrh squarely within the provisions of Section 

)Ot In »aptcr XX-A as also In section 269-UA(0 In Chapter 

of a Drottertu to ^ t the possession 

ol the nature^relem.rf^^'' 11 '“‘“I"®'* performance of a contract 

or me nature reterred In section 53A of the Transfer of Properhi Act also 

shmS tea re.1',™*!^'^yi“®"“®’'''n“®'*''“ntendsthatthctransfer 
f tasfer and If the agreement has not fructlfted by the 

£“Se^ h hS^ In'"'!:: »' 'h® Ac? 2 

' ‘ “I® Hon’ble Court was 

o the view that the agreements In question had enabled the vendees to 
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P.P, Stogh V*. (uei.) “ “ < 

«ijoy th« r0g^p«cflMe prc^mtles CMr at my rate they had teiabied ttie wteidees 
to teijoy certain rl^ts re$pect to ^ prop^tes In quesdon and diose 
right! are deemed to be immovaUe properties both under Chapters 
XX'A and XX-C. In view of the statutory definitions of the relevant terms 
in Chapters XX‘A and ^X-C, the Hoh’ble Court had no hesitation In holding 
that both ihe agraements in these two writ petitions enabled the respective 
vendees to enjoy the hmises to be constructed under tire' agreements and, 
therefore, constituted transfers prior to the enforcement of Chapter 
XX'C and that these transfers were governed by the provisions of Oiapter 
XX-A. Consequently these writ petitions wre allowed. The orders made under 
Chapter XX-C for the purchase of the properties in question and 
consequential vesting in the Central Govt, were quashed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CB. Gautam us.UOI (1993) 199 ITR 530 (SC) 

2. Rambal Manjanath Nayak us. UOI (1993) 116 Taxation 111; (1993) 
201 ITR 422 (SC) 

3. Shantluan Corpn. us. Sub-Registrar (1991) 102 Taxation 166 (Gu).); 
(1991) 189 ITR 583 (GuJ.) 

4. Chandravadan Desal us. AA (W.P. No. 2552 of 1988, dated 13.1.1994) 

5. Keshau Singh us. Valuation Officer (1992) 109 Taxation 533 (Raj.); 
(1992) 195 ITR 435 (Raj.) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

(K. Shluashankar Bhat, J.) 

The question Involved in these two writ petitions pertains to the scope of 
Chapter XX-A and Chapter XX-C of the income-tax, 1961 (‘the Act'). The 
petitioner in C.W.P. 2822 of 1986 is referred hereinafter as 'Sunshine 
Travels’ and the petitioner in the writ petition No. 2777 of 1986 is referred 
hereinafter as 'P.P. Singh'. 

Sunshine Travels entered into an agreement on 30.4.1986 with Anil 
Vasudeva and others. Anil Vasudeva and others were the co-owners of the 
property In question. They were constructing a residential building on the 
said property. They are referred to as 'Sellers’ . Sellers agreed to sell a portion 
of the building to the purchaser Sunshine Travels. The consideration shall 
have to be paid to the manner stated in the agreement out of which a sum 
of Rs. 50,000 has already been paid under 4 cheques, the stance in which 
the balance shall have to be paid are narrated in the agreement. 

The following clause is quite relevant : 

“Had under any circumstances, whatsoever the possession of any portion 
of the building herein agreed to be acquired by the purchaser shall be 
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given by the seller until and unless aB pajanOTts required to be made 
111 terms of this agreement along with an interest have been fully ma<te 
to the sellers." 

Various other clauses as to how the building shall have to be maintained; ] 
how the taxes are to be paid ? How die Increased burden shall have to 
be borne by the parties are not necessary for us to consider ? However, : 
clause 15 of the agreement stated that the portion of the building agreed 
to be acquired by Sunshine Travels shall be transferred in their favour or 1 
in favour of their nominee within a period of 3 years from the date of the 
agreement on payment of the balance sum of Rs. 1 lakh agreed to be paid 
to the sellers under the agreement at the time of transfer. 

According to the revenue the transfer of the building in favour of Sunshine 
Travels could take place only when this clause is satisfied. In other words 
when the entire amount is paid and the sale deed is registered. 

On 1.5.1986, Form 37EE under section 269AB(2) of the Act, was filed. 
This was under Chapter XX-A. On 1.10, 1986, Chapter XX-C was brought 
Into force In Delhi. On the basis of the new Chapter XX-C an order was 
made on 15.12.1986, acquiring the property in question. The petitioner 
immediately approached this Court by filing the present writ petition on 

24.12.1986. Petitioner questioned the validity of the relevant provisions 
of Chapter XX-C. Petitioner also sought the quashing of the order dated 

15.2. 1986, made under Chapter XX-C. Petitioner also sought the quashing 
of rule 48L of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 ('the Rules’) because it purports 
to making the provisions retrospective even though the Act (Chapter XX- 
C) did not declare its provisions retrospective. 

The validity of Chapter XX-C has been substantially upheld by the Supreme 
Court in C.B. Gautam vs. Union of India (1993) 199 ITR 530. Therefore, 
the petitioner confined the arguments as to the applications of the provisions 
of Chapter XX-C to the transaction In question. The petitioner contended 
that Chapter XX-C was not retrospective and did not apply to the agreements 
entered Into prior to the date of its application to an area. Since the relevant 
agreement involved in the writ petition was entered into on 30.4.1986, 
the transaction would come within the provisions of Chapter XX-A. 

Before considering the question of law it is necessary to note the effect 
of the agreement dated 30.4 1986. The sellers/oumers agreed to sell a 
portion of the building put up by them to the petitioner, Sunshine Travels. 
The sale consideration shall have to be paid on various dates. However, 
the purchaser shall be entitled to have the building transferred In favour 
of the purchaser on payment of the entire sale consideration. This transfer 
referred Jn clause 15 is the transfer as normally understood for the purpose 
of registration, t.e., to say a transfer effected by way of a sale deed that 
Is clear from the reading of the entire clause 15 which refers to the several , 
formalities to be completed and the payment of transfer charges, registration 



19951 


35 


P.P. Singh vs. UOI (Dd.) 

expenses and stamp duty, etc. Howdver, the agreement proceeds on the 
assumption ftiai the purchaser wiU be entitled to die possession of the portion 
of the building agreed upon to be sold to die purchaser on p^^anent of 
the entire sums referred In the agreement, bi other words the agreement 
created a right in the purchaser with respect to the building put up and 
this right had the effect of enabling die enjoyment of die property. At any 
rate the agreement certainly has the effect of transferring or enabling the 
enjoyment of the right with respect to the building to be put up. This aspect 
shall have to he borne in mind while considering the various provisions 
of Chapters XX-A and XX-C. 

In the writ petition filed by P.P. Singh and others there was an agreement 
dated 9.8.1985. P.P. Singh was the Vendor under the agreement. Sushll 
Kumar Vohra and others were collectively called the Vendee. Vjendor agreed 
to convey the perpetual leasehold rights in the plot of land in question along 
with the ownership rights in the superstructure constructed thereon. Vacant 
physical possession of the property was to be handed over to the vendee 
at the time of execution and registration of the sale deed. Thirdly, thereafter 
the entire consideration was paid by the vendee to the vendor and possession 
was handed over to the vendee. A supplementary agreement was executed 
on 12.8.1985 and all the payments were made by pay orders and the 
petitioner has produced the certificate of the bank also to substantiate the 
assertion that the sale consideration has been paid in terms of the sup* 
plementary agreement. The possession, as already noted, was handed over 
to the vendee in August 1985. Having regard to the material on record 
there can be no doubt that this supplementary agreement was a bona fide 
agreement entered Into by the parties and the payments have been made 
in full and possession has been obtained by the vendee on 12.6. 1985 itself. 
However, the appropriate authority held that the transfer was not complete 
and the transfer was to take place only after 1.8.1986 when Chapter 
XX-C came into force. He made an order on 15.12.1986, ordering the 
purchase on the property by the Central Government at an amount equal 
to the appiarent consideration for the transfer of the property in question. 
Immediately, the petitioners approached this Court. 

The short question is whether the “transfer” for the purposes of Chapter 
XX-A and Chapter XX-C took place prior to 1.10.1986 or thereafter. 

Having regard to the agreement and the supplementary agreement there 
was no doubt that the possession of the property has been handed over to 
the vendee and he has been in enjoyment of the same. The agreement 
created a right in the vendee to enjoy the proper^. Even assuming that 
there was only a part performance of die contract, the said part performance 
was clearly the one falling within section 53A of the Transfer of Proper^ 
Act, 1882. In the circumstances it was contended diat the case of the 
petitioner came squarely within die provisions of section 269 AB of Chapter 
XX-A of the Act. 
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The concept of ‘transfer’ Is defined in Section 269(h) In Chapter XX-A 
as also In secUon 269UA{f) In Chapter XX-C of the Act. For the purpose 
of these chapters, allowing die possession of a property fo be taken or 
retained in part performance of a contract of the nature referred In section 
53A of the Transfer of Property Act, also Is considered as a transfer .The 
revenue, however, contends that the transfer should be a real transfer and 
if the agreement has not fructified by the execution of sale deed before 
1.10.1986, section 269UD of the Act will be attracted. 

In both the writ petitions on facts we arc of the view that the agreements 
in question have enabled the vendees to enjoy the respective properties 
or at any rate they have enabled the vendees to enjoy certain rights with 
respect to the properties In question and those rights are deemed to be 
immovable properties both under Chapters XX-A zmd XX-C. 


To understand the concept of Immovable property as well as the concept 
of transfer it Is necessary to refer to a few provisions. However, we have 
confined our discussions to one aspect of the right created under a trans- 
action referred In section 269AB(l){b). 


Section 269A(2)(c) defines the term ‘immovable properties’. Its sub-clause 
(i) refers to the tangible Immovable properties such as land or building. Sub- 
clause (ii) refers to certain rights which are brought into the scope of the 
term immovable properties; in other woiltft, rights refused in sub-clause (li) 
are also immovable properties for purposei#Chapter XX-A. T o understand 
the said rights referred in sub-clause (M)', one has to refer to section 
269AB(l){b), as the section is worded, in other words, certain rights are 
to be considered as immovable properties by reading section 269A(2)(e)(il) 
and section 269AB{l)(b) together and these rights arc covered by section 
269(2)(h)(il) of the Act. 


As per section 269AB(l)(b), Inter alia, every transaction whereby a person 
acquires any rights in or with respect to any building which is to-be 
constructed not being a transaction by way of sale, exchange or lease of 
such building or part of a building which 1$ required to be registered under 
the Registration Act, 1908, should be reduced to writing, etc., and be 
registered with the competent authority. While clause (a) of section 269AB(1) 
covers a transaction Involving possession, as referred in section 53A of 
Transfer of Property Act, clause (b) spreads Its net wide, to cover other 
kinds of transactions out of which, one transaction is a transaction whereby 
a person acquires any right with respect to a building to be constructed. 
That right with respect to a building to be constructed, is also immovable 
property, as this right is referred in the definition of the said term in section 
269A(e)(ll). For the sake of convenl^ce, were have limited the reference 
to the words In section 269AB{l)(b) to the extent of their relevance to the 
facts before us. Therefore, if under a transaction other than the transactions 
referred in the words bracketed, a person acquires a right with respect to 
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a bulfafing to be constoicted, that right is to be ooeuidereti on par with Hie 
right created by an ^eemeni covert by section 53A of the Transfer of 
property Act» because section 269 AB(l}(a) Topes in transactions to which 
section 53 A of Transfer of Property Act, applies. 

The right udth respect to a building to be constructed created under a 
transaction, as it is referred in section 269AB(i)(b) being an immovable 
property is dealt with in section 269(2)(h)(il}; in relation to such a right 
(i.e., to say, in relation to such an immovable property), transfer means 
inter alia, the doing of anything which has the effect of enabling the 
enjoyment of such property. In other words. If under an agreement, a right 
ib created with respect to a building to be constructed enabling the enjoyment 
of the said building, the agreement is considered a transfer. The very doing 
of anything which has the effect of enabling the enjoyment of a building 
to be constructed ..under a transaction, has been brought into the control 
of Chapter XX-A. The liability created by Chapter XX-A gets attached 
to such a transaction. The very transaction of that nature incurs the liability, 
which any other transfer Incurs under Chapter XX-A. 

Thus, the transaction which involves transfer of a right enabling the transferee 
to enjoy the building to be constructed becomes a statutory transfer for 
purposes of Chapter XX-A and such a transfer is exposed to the statutory 
steps contemplated by section 269C of the Act If there has been under- 
valuation of the apparent consideration, the competent authority may Initiate 
proceedings for the acquisition of the property under Chapter XX-A. Section 
269D of the Act provides for Issuance of preliminary notice within nine 
months of the registration of the instrument of transfer under the Regis- 
tration Act, or under section 269AB. After this period of nine months, 
power to initiate proceedings under Chapter XX-A ceases. Other provisions 
provide for the filing of objections to the notice and hearing of objections, 
making an order of acquisition, filing of an appeal and further appeal against 
the order, vesting of property in Central Gksvemment, etc. Chapter XX- 
A Is a self-contained Code governing these transfers as defined in section 
269A(2)(e). 

The difficulty of understanding the concept of transfer as defined in section 
269A(2){h), ts the difficulty due to the abstract rights covered by the statutory 
definitions. If the scope of Chapter XX-A becomes clear and a transaction 
falls within Its net, no argument Is needed to conclude that Chapter XX- 
C would not govern such a transaction, provided the transaction is prior 
to the date of the coming into force of Chapter XX-C. 

The width of the relevant terms referred in these two Chapters, is almost 
the same. The term, Immovable properties defined In section 269UA(d): 
Sub-clause (il) Is on par with section 269A(2)(e); similarly, the concept of 
transfer defined as per section 269UA(0 in Chapter XX-C is broadly similar 
to the language employed by section 269AB(2)(h) on Chapter XX-A. The 



law became more stringent under Chapter XX-G, as compared to the 
provisions of Chapter XX-A. 

Any law uhlch oper tes as a restricticm on the rights of persons has to 
be confined to operate strictly within the area sought to be covered by the 
language of the said law. If by the time Chapter XX-C came Into force, 
diere has been already a transacttcMfi resulting In the transfer as defined, 
the Court cannot read Chapter XX-C so as to make It retrospective to operate 
on the said transaction or transfer. The term transfer has to be considered 
In the light of the provisions operating at the time of the transfer. 

If a transfer falling under Chapter XX-A has not been subjected to any 
acquisition proceedings under the said Chapter, the Immunity accrued to 
such a transfer under the statute cannot be easily defeated by enlarging 
the scope of subsequently enacted Chapter XX-C. The wording of Chapter 
XX-C clearly and unambiguously does not purport to operate on the earlier 
transactions. Rights and liabilities created or incurred under a prior law is 
always considered as continuing to exist, unless the subsequent law has 
manifestly expressed a contrary intention. The learned counsel for the 
petitioners advanced broader proposition to the effect that Chapter 
XX-C is not made retrospective so as to operate on all pre-existing agreements. 
We do not think it is necessary for us to consider this proposition, in view 
of our understanding of the statutory term ‘transfer' as defined in the two 
Chapters XX-A and XX-C. If the transactions reflected by the two agreements 
before us are transfers as defined in Chapter XX-A then, provisions of the 
said Chapter would have already operated on the two agreements, leaving 
nothing for the application of the provisions of Chapter XX-C. The main 
contention of the revenue is that, there were no tranfers earlier to the 
bringing into force of Chapter XX-C and the provisions of Chapter 
XX-C would govern all transfers that take place after the said Chapter came 
into force: on this there should not and cannot be any doubt, because section 
269UC of the Act say that no transfer shall be effected except, as stated 
in the said provision. But, if transfer has already been effected, this provision 
cannot operate on it. As already found by us, the term transfer and referred 
here, is not a transfer as ordinarily understood and this term is not confined 
to the transfers referred in Transfer of Property Act. The term has a wide 
connotation - both under section 269UA(f) and section 269A{2)(h), read 
with the relevant definitions. 

The broader proposition advanced by the learned counsel for the petitioners 
finds support from some of the observations made by a Bench of this Court 
in Capt. Sanjeei) Sethi vs. Union of India (1959) ITR 338 (sic). Owner 
of the property entered into an agreement in the year 1979 under which 
the developer had to put up a multi-storeyed residential building, in which 
the owner was to be allotted 35 per cent of the saleable area. A series 
of events, involving litigations took place subsequently. An order also came 
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to be passed und0 se^lon 269UD(1} under Chapter XX-C ordering dte 
puich^ a Hat by the Centra) Government; this was challenged before 
this Court. This <^Tt he^that, the sade of the flat leading to die hnpugned 
order under sedlon 26^D was In effect, the giving effect to the agreements 
of the year 1979 and, dierefore, Chapter XX-C was not applicable to the 
transaction. All the subsequent events happened after the year 1979 were 
traced to the agreement of the year 1979, though another builder had 
stepped into the shoes of the original builder, but the right to the allotment 
of the flats under the earlier agreement contained to exist. Further it was 
held that since Chapter XX-C was not attracted. Rule 48L also was not 
applicable and that the said rule had no retrospective operation and would 
not govern an agreement entered into prior to 1-10-1988 (the date when 
Chapter XX-C came into force). Specially to such cases where the provisions 
of Chapter XX-A were applicable like the present case. 

The learned counsel for the revenue sought to distinguish this decision by 
pointing out that the said decision was rendered prior to the decision of 
the Supreme Court in C.B. Gautam's case (supra) and that some of the 
observations of the Supreme Court In C.B. Gautam’s case (supra) by 
necessary implication overrule the ratio of the decision of this Court in Capt. 
San)eeo Sethi’s case (sup>ra). 

We do not think so, as will be presently seen. 

The decision of this Court in Capt. Sanjeeu Sethi’s case (supra) stood 
affirmed by the Supreme Court when the Special Leave Petition No. 
8451 of 1993 filed by the revenue was rejected on 23.8.1993. No. doubt, 
dismissal of a special leave petition may not always operate as a binding 
precedent, affirming the ratio of the decision of the High Court. By that 
time, the Supreme Court has decided C.B. Goutom's case (supra) on 
17.11.1992 and 27.11.1992. 

The learned counsel for the revenue laid great emphasis on the facts of 
C.B. Gautam’s case (supra). In the said case, owner of the property had 
entered into an agreement to transfer the leasehold rights on 4.2.1985 
(prior to Chapter XX-Q; a sum of R$. 4.5 lakhs was paid as the advance 
price. There was also an agreement for the construction of a structure on 
the plot. On 9.7.1986, a fresh agreement to sell the residential house put 
up on the plot was executed between the parties. Wherein the owner agreed 
to transfer to Gautam his lease-hold rights along with the ownership of 
the construction; on 1.10.1986, Chapter XX-C was brought into force.' 
And an order for purchases by Central Government came to be passed 
under the said Chapter. This was challenged on many grounds, but at the 
time of the arguments, the learned counsel confined the ground of attack 
based on the principles of natural justice. The Supreme Court held that 
before an order of purchase is made under Chapter XX-C, it was necessary 
to hear the affected persons and the principles of naturall justice are to 
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be read Into the procedural requirements <vlde C.B. Cautam'g ease (supra) 
at 553). There was also an argument that provlskms of Chapter XX-C were 
Invalid as they cenfer unfettered discretion on the autiioH(ie8. 

This challenge also failed (vide at page 551). However, the Supreme Court 
struck down the last part of sub-section (1) of section 269UB of the Act 
insofar as It provided that the property In respect of which an order is made 
under section 269UB shall vest In Central Government ‘free of all encum- 
brances’. (vide at page 557). There are few more observations with which 
we are not concerned here. 

The learned counsel for the revenue argued that even though the agreement 
in question in C.B. Gautam’s case (supra) was prior to 1.10.1986, the 
Supreme Court proceeded as if Chapter XX-C applied to the transaction^ 
according to the learned counsel, this is a clear indication that all transfers 
to be effected after 1.10.1986 in pursuance of an earlier agreement, are 
governed by Chapter XX-C. 

The contention of the learned counsel for the revenue assumes that no 
agreement can be considered as a transfer as defined in Chapter XX-A or 
Chapter XX-C. The argument overlooks the definition of the terms 'transfer* 
and ‘immovable property’. In C.B. Gautam’s case (supra) the agreement 
entered into prior to 1.10.1986, was not a transfer as defined In these 
two Chapters; the transfer took place only after 1.10.1 986. Obviously, there 
was no occasion for the Court to apply the definition of the terms ‘transfer’ 
and ‘immovable property’. 

On the very day judgment in C.B. Gautam’s case (supra) was rendered, 
the court had also pronounced its decision in another case, Rambal Manjanath 
Navak us. Union of India (1993) 201 ITR 422 (SQ. "Die court considered 
the scope of Chapter XX-A, and in so doing made the following observations: 

“The scheme of Chapter XX-A clearly shows that the acquisition is not 
merely of the proprietary rights in the acquired property but also of 
the possessory rights therein which would undoubtedly include the 
tenancy rights. This also finds support from section 269AB, which was 
inserted subsequently. It requires registration of certain transactions 
which permit possession of any immovable property to be taken or 
retained and whereby a person acquires any rights in or with respect 
to any building or part of it. which h^s been constructed or which Is 
to be constructed, not being a transaction by way of sale, exchange 
or lease thereof which is required to be registered under the Registration 
Act. This provision, clearly Indicates that any transaction conferring a 
right to take or retain possession of the immovable property or whereby 
a person acquires any rights therein is also governed by Chapter 
XX-A ..." (p. 431) 

These observations bring out the wide scope of section 269 AB. The creation 
of any right enabling the taking up the possession for enjoyment of a building 
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to be im:A upv under a transaction, woidd, therefore, attract die applicatio 
of Chapter )OC-A. Juift like any other trailer, Including a transfer involve 
in -an r^re^nent referred in section 53A of the Transfer of Property Ac 

Mr. Rajendra relied on a decision of a Division Bench of Gujarat High Cou 
inShantfoQH Corpn. os. Sub-Registrar (1981) 189 TTR SSS.ThereChapb 
XX-C was made applicable with effect from 1.8.1989. Ifhe sale deed vw 
executed on 29.5.1989 and it was lodged with Registrar for registratlc 
on 30.5.1989. In spite of these facts, the Court held that transfer toe 
place after 1.6.1989, as there was no registration of the sate deed till thi 
date and, therefore. Chapter XX-C governed the transaction. It is necessai 
to note that notification applying Chapter XX-C to the area in questic 
had been issued on 8.5. 1989 itself. The Court proceeded on the assumptlc 
d\at rear transfer' took place only after the registration of the sale deed (vkhic 
was after 1-6-1989). The real basis for the findings are found thus: 

“It is thus clear from the above material terms of the document thi 
the ownership in the said property was to be transferred only on th 
payment of the entire amount of consideration, i.e., when aii the pos 
dated cheques including the last post-dated cheques were h6noure( 
The terms of the document clearly show that the title in the properl 
was not intended to be passed until the amount of consideration w: 
fully received by the transferor. When the said document which w< 
executed on May 29, 1989, provides that the transaction was to fc 
completed only on the payment of the entire amount of consideratio 
and that, thereafter, only the transferee was to be treated as ownc 
of the property. It can never be said that there was transfer of ownersh 
amounting to sale prior to June 1, 1989. It is clear to us from th 
terms of the deed that the sale had not become effective before Jur 
1,1989, and, therefore, even ar>art from the question of the documci 
not being registered, the terms of the deed negative the theory of ar 
transfer of the property having been effected prior to June 1, 198^ 
As per the terms of the deed, even the possession was not to b 
transferred before the last payment was received towards the consl( 
eration amount. We, therefore, hold that no transfer of property b 
way of sale had taken place prior to June 1, 1989, so as to make th 
provisions of Chapter XX-C of the Act inapplicable to the said properh 
as contended by the petitioner.” (p. 589) 

We do not think it necessary for us to express our agreement or dlsagreemei 
with this decision. The Court, as a fact, that there was no transfer as defin 
in Chapter XX-A or XX-C, prior to the coming into force of Chaph 
XX-C. If CO, necessarUy the ultimate conclusion has to be that Chaptc 
XX-C governed the transfer. 

Petitioners also rely on the decision of a learned Judge of Calcutta Hi< 
Court in Chandrauadan Desal vs. Appropriate Authority {Writ Petitlo 
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No. 2552 of 1988, dated 13.1.19941 and a decision of a leamedJudge 
of Rajasthan High Court In Keshav Singh vs. Valuation Officer [1992] 
195 ITR 435. 


In view of the statutory definitions of the relevant terms In Ch^ters XX- 
A and XX-C, we have no’ hesitation In holding that both the agreements 
in these two writ petitions enable the respective vendees to enjoy the houses 
to be constructed under the agreements and, therefore, constituted transfers 
prior to the cnforcementof Chapter XX-C and that these transfers (agreements) 
were governed by the provisions of Chapter XX-A. 


Consequently, these writ petitions are allowed. The order made under 
Chapter XX-C for the purchase of the properties In question and conse- 
quential vesting in the Central Government are quashed. 


Rule made absolute. No costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 42 (Kar.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Rajendra Babu & 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice R.V. Vasanthakumar) 
I.T.R.C. No. 57/1985 

Commissioner of Income'tax-I 


vs. 

Bharat Earth Movers Ltd. 

For the Appellant H.L. Dattu 

For the Respondent King & Partridge ■ 

Decided on 7.11,1994 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Company introducing scheme entitling 
employees to encash leave — Accrued leave reserve created and 
each year’s liability credited based on leave entitlement of every 
employee — Assessee claiming deduction of the liability — Held, 
encashment of leave salary possible on happening of certain events 
— Reserve nothing but contingent liability and not ascertained 
liabiility — Amount not deductible. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37(1). 

FACTS 

Assessee company Introduced a scheme by virtue of which emploi/ees 
of the assessee companif were entitled to cnacash leave at their credit. 
The assessee In Its books of account maintained an entry as accrued 
leave reserve to which It credited every year llablity in respect of leave 
based on leave entitlement of every employee and having made such 
provision to meet the liability In regard to payment of leave with wages 
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claimed dedueUon In respect of that provision. Original assessing authority 
disallowed the claim. On an appeal, first appellate authority upheld the 
contention Of the assessee. The Tribunal also confirmed the order of 
the appellate authority. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that leave salary was payable only when a person 
goes on leave and during the period of leave the salary paid to him are 
known as leave salary. It cannot be ascertained with any certainty whether 
in a particular year, die employee would go on leave. It will depend upon 
the option of the employee. Unless employee goes on leave, the assessee 
is not requied to pay leave salary. The liability will only arise v^en a person 
goes on leaye and it is only for that particular period he is on leave the 
leave salary is payable. The Hon'ble court held that they were unable to 
accept the contention of the assessee that at the end of accounting year, 
it was known what is the quantum of leave due to a particular employee 
and on that basis a calculation could be made with accuracy. No one makes 
a provision for salary because salary is only payable after the employee 
renders the service and then only It will accrue to him. Similarly in case 
of salary which are paid during the leave period the employee becomes 
entitled to such leave salary only when he goes on leave. Accumulated leave 
to the extent permissible under various schemes in question can only be 
encashed at the time of happening of event as envisaged under the conditions 
of service either under the rules or scheme applicable to the employees 
in question. As such, this is nothing but a contingent liability and not a 
certain liability. The Hon’ble Court was of the view that ijelther the leave 
salary nor the leave encashment benefit payable to the employees can be 
said to be a present liablity, but it is only a contingent liability and assessee 
is not entitled to deductions. Hence the question was answered in favour 
of the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT us. Premalaxman (1984) 150 ITR 170 (Ker) 

2. CIT vs. Tharlan & Sons (1987) 166 ITR 607 (Ker.) 

3. Metal Box Co. of India Ltd. vs. Their Workmen (1969) 73 ITR 53 
(SC) 

4. CIT us. Hindustan Aeronautics (1988) Taxation 91(3) 323 (Kar.); 
(1988) 174 ITR 340 (Kar.) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

At the instance of the Revenue, the following question of law has been 
referred to this Court undler Section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 
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“Whether on the facts and In the circtunstances of the case the provision 
for making the liability for encashment of earned leave by tire empk^ 
is an admissible deduction” ? 

Assesses company introduced a scheme by virtue of which employees of 
the assesses company were entitled to encash leave at their credit. The 
assesses in Its books of account maintained an entry as accrued leave reserve 
to which it credited every year liability In respect of leave based on leave 
entitlement of every employee and having made such provision to meet 
the liability in regard to payment of leave with wages claimed deduction 
In respect of that provision. Original assessing authority disallowed the claim. 
On an appeal, first appellate authority placing reliance on an order passed 
in ITA 3222340(1) Bang/80 pertaining to Motor Industries Co. Ltd. vs. 

/. T. upheld the contention of the assesses. Aggrieved by the order of the 
first appellate authority, Revenue brought the matter before the Income- 
tax Appellate Tribunal which also confirmed the order of the first appellate 
authority. Later on Revenue under Section 256(1) of the Act sought 
reference to this Court. 

The main contention advanced by the assessee is that it is entitled for 
deduction of the amount of Rs. 6225483/- in respect of provision for 
accrued leave on the ground that the amount standing to the credit of the 
Reserve account as at the end of the accounting year 31 .3. 1978 represented 
an ascertained liability only to be discharged in the foreseeable future 
depending on the actual utilisation of the employee, such utilisation being 
a certainty. It is contended that the employee is entitled under the rules 
to encash the leave and he can accumulate for a certain period and as such 
encashed leave is earned by employee and it gets credited to his account. 

It Is also contended that though payment Is deferred, the liability of the 
assessee to pay for accumulated leave stands accrued. The said liability is 
a liability in present and not a contingent liability. It is further contended 
by the assessee that leave salary payable to employee can be ascertained - 
at the end of accounting year depending on the accumulated leave to the 
credit of an employee and that the same is not a contingent liability but 
liability in praesenti since out of the provision made, leave salary would 
be paid to the employees and that the leave encashment benefit is ascer- 
tainable. 

As against the above contention, the Revenue contends that provision for 
leave salary is not an allowable deduction and the said liability Is ctM^flngent 
liability and not a liability in praesenti. It is contended that question of 
leave salary arises when a person goes on leave and for the particular period 
leave salary Is payable. Person is entitled to avail of leave encashment benefit 
under scheme and the same is optional. This will depend on whether he 
actually avaiKs himself of the leave or not. if«leave t$ due to a person he 
has the option either to accumutete the leave or he may avail of the leave. 

If he avails of the leave, he would be entitled to the leave salary. If he does 
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not, he be entitled to the benefit of encashment of toe leave} these 
events are tmcertain events and are contingent. 

Test Is whetoer a provision provides for a known liability of which amount 
can be determined wlto substantial accuracy.- Decisive factor is not the 
methodology of accountancy or the practice foltowed by toe Company and 
the intentions of the employee in getting the benefit of encashment of the 
leave but principle is whether such a liaUllty Is contingent or liability in 
PreasentI when once element of option is there; encashment of leave may 
or may nbt arise, liability would only be contingent and uncertain which 
may or may not have to be discharged. The Counsel for the assessee relies 
on the ratios of the decisions reported in: 

CIT vs. Premalaxman (1984) IBO ITR 170 (Ker), 

CIT vs. Tharian & Sons (1937) 166 ITR 607 (Ker). 

Metal Box Co. of India Ltd. os. Their Workmen (1969) 73 ITR 53 (SC) 

In Metal Box Companif’s case the Supreme Court laid down certain guiding 
principles in respect of liabilities arising under a scheme of gratuity which 
is to be stated as not of much assistance to the contentions advanced 
by the assessee. Supreme Court in that case was concerned, inter alia, 
with the question whether it is legitimate in a schemed! gratuity to estimate 
the liability on actuarial valuation and deduct such estimated liability in the 
profit and loss account while working out net profit. Supreme Court held 
that if liability is properly ascertainable and if it 1$ possible to arrive at its 
discounted present value even if the liability is contingent liability it can 
be taken into account. That question does not arise here. 

Counsel for the Revenue Invites attention of the Court to the riitio decided 
in CIT vs. Hindustan Aeronautics reported in (1988) 174 ITR 340 
Karnataka wherein one of us namely Rajendra Babu, J., was a member, 
who delivered the Judgment wherein it is observed that the provision for 
accrued leave salary as being a contingent liability and the same as not 
being a permissible deduction. 

Leave salary was payable only when a person goes on leave and during 
the period of leave the salary paid to him are known as leave salary. It 
cannot be ascertained with any certainty whether in a particular year, the 
employee would go on leave. It will depend upon the option of the employee. 
Unless employee goes on leave, the assessee is not required to pay leave 
salary. The liability will only aHse when a person, goes On leave and it is 
only for that particular period he is on leave the leave salary is payable. 
We were unable to accept the contention of the assessee that at the end 
of accounting year, it Is known vtoat is the quantum of leave due to a 
particular employee and cm that basis a calculation could be made with 
accuracy. No one makes a provision for salary because salary is only payable 
after the employee renders the service arrd then only it will accrue to him. 
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Similarly In case of salary which arc paid during the leave period the 
employee becomes entitled to such leave salary only when he goes on leave. 
Accumulated leave to the extent permissible under various schemes in 
question can only be encashed at the time of happening of event as envisaged 
under the conditions of service either under the rules or scheme applicable 
to the employees In question. As such, this is nothing but a contingent 
liability and not a certain liability. We respectfully disagree with the ratio 
laid down In Prema Laxman’s case which decided the same while dealing 
with provisions of wealth'tax Act. We are of the view that neither the leave 
salary nor the leave encashment benefit payable to the employees can be 
said to be a present liability, but it is only a contingent liability and assessee 
is not entitled to deductions. Hence the question was answered in favour 
of the revenue. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 46 (Raj.) 

IN THE 1 IIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’bie Mr. Justice Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Slnghal) 

D.B.I.T. Reference No. 9 of 1984 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Pink Jewellers 

For the Appellant G.S. Bapna 

For the Respondent T.C. jain 

Decided on 10.2.1995 

DEDUCTIONS — Assessee engaged in processing and sale of 
precious stones — Deduction claimed u/s 35*B(l)(a) on the ground 
of small scale exporter — Claim not allowed by the revenue — 
Allowed by the Tribunal — Held, no document to show assessee 
himself manufacturing or processing precious stones — Precious 
stones got processed/manufactured through labour on the basis 
of work — Assessee not entitled to weighted deduction. 
Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 35-B(l){a). 

FACTS 

The assessee Is engaged In the business of processing and sale ofprectous 
stones. It claimed weighted deduction u/s 35-B(lXa) of Rs. 12,366/- on 
the ground that he Is a small scale exporter. Claim was not allowed 
biithelTOon the ground that processing of stones cannot be considered 
as an Industry/ at all. On appeal, the claim was allowed by the Tribunal. 

DEaSION 

The Hon'ble court held that it was for the assessee to prove when a deduction 
is claimed that the goods produced or manufactured arc In a small scale 
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undertaking. The assessee was getting goods manufactured through labourers 
paid on die basis of work done. There was no information on the basis 
of which it could be said that die goods which were manufactured or produced 
were goods udilch were from small scale undertaking owned by the assessee. 
The assessee was thus not entitled to weighted deduction as claimed. , 
Reference was decided in favour of the revenue. 

Case referred to : 

CIT vs. Dhandia Gems Corporation (1994) 123 Taxation 269 (Raj.); (1994) 

. 208 ITR 923 

Full text of the Judgment is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

(Y.R. Meena. J.) 

The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has referred the following question of 
law arising out of its order dt. 30.6. 1983 in respect of the assessment year 
1979-80 under sec. 256(1) of the Income-Uu< Act, 1961 :- 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the Tribunal 
was justified in holding that the assessee firm is an industrial undertaking 
and consequently in directing to allow deduction u/s 35B(l)(a) of the 
I.T. Act, 1961?" 

The brief facts of the case are that the assesses firm is engaged in the 
business of processing and sale of precious stones. It claimed weighted 
deduction u/s 35-B(l)(a) of Rs. 12,366/- on the ground that he is a small 
scale exporter. Claim was not allowed by the ITO on the ground that 
processing of stones cannot be considered as an Ipdustry at ail, therefore 
the grant of weighted deduction is not allowable. The CIT Appeals in an 
appeal preferred by the assessee came to the conclusion that the definition 
of small scale exporter has been given in the Section, which means that 
a person who export goods manufactured or produced in any small scale 
industrial undertaking or undertaking owned by him and came to the 
conclusion that assessee is an industrial undertaking. The order of CIT 
Appeals was challenged by the Revenue before the Tribunal and the Tribunal 
observed that the same issue came up for consideration before the Tribunal 
in the case of M/s. Dhandia Gems Corporation and on the basis of the 
I said decision the appeal of Revenue was dismissed. 

The submission of, Mr. Bapna, counsel for the Revenue Is that the decision 
of M's. Dhandia Gems Corporation v^lch has been relied upon by the 
Tribunal is different and therefore, the view which has been taken by the 
Tribunal should be considered in accordance with law. Shri T.C. Jain for 
the assessee submitted that finding of facts has not been recorded and the 
ingredients whfch were necessary for the .purpose of establishing the fact 
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It Is to be presumed that the case of assessee is similar to the case of Dhandia 
Gems Corporation as he himself placed reliance on the said decision before 
the Tribunal. The decision of the Tribunal in Dhandla Gems Corporation 
has already been considered by this Court in the case of CIT vs. Dhandla 
Gems Corpn. 208 ITR 923. In the said decision it was found that manufacture 
was done through labourers paid on the basis of work done. There was 
no document on the basis of which It could be said that the goods which 
were manufactured or produced were goods which were from a small scale 
industrial undertaking owned by the assessee. The assessee was not ^titled 
to weighted deduction u/s 35B{l)(a) of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

Accordingly the reference is answered in favour of the revenue and against 
the assessee. No order as to cost. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 48 (A.P.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice M.N. Rao and 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice T.N.C. Rangarajan) 

Referred Case No. 19 of 1986 

Commissioner of Income*tax 
vs. 

Supreme Construction Co. 

For the Appellant S.R. Ashok 

For the Respondent T. Bheemsen 

Decided on 1.3.1994 

REOPENING OF ASSESSSMENT — Assessment reopened — 
Assessment completed after reference to lAC u/s 144B ~ Assessee 
contending Section 144B not applicable to reassessment hence 
assessment barred by limitation Held, assessment framed by 
ITO after reopening also an assessment u/s 143(3) — ITO has 
powers to refer the matter to lAC as envisaged by section 144B 
— Assessment not barred by limitation. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 144B, 147 & 153. 

FACTS 

The assessee is a firm of contractors. The original assessment for the 
A.Y. 1973-74 was completed on 22.12.1973 on a returned income of 
Rs. 5,37,780/- and the assessment for the pear 1974-75 was completed 
on 5.11.1975 on a returned Income of Rs. 3,28,795/-. The assessments 
were reopened t/s 147 of the Act. The ITO made a draft assessment 
and referred the matter to the lAC tv’s 144B of the Act who gave the 
direction on 2.8.1979. The assessment was completed on 10.8.1979 



^tfp 0 ng 0 m iilrwctfmt$ bmit4 Jv ^ JAC. Thecae of the ^Mea^umt 
th0t tttenen J44B tkouki fuxt have been invoked for e m-iteeestment 
UftH7end, tfmefore* Bmeuetment order dgxted 10,8,1979 vmi^ed 
by titMi The THbumI aec^ted the contention of the assessee. 

DEaSlON 

A rsadtotfl of Section 144B, at first sight, may give the Impres^n that 
assessment or reassessment proceedings u/s 147 are outside its purvieur 
since It mentions only section 143(3). Such a construction ignores the 
specific language employed in section 148 under which tie assessing 
authority gets power to issue notice for reopening the assessment u/s 147. 
The phrase *so far as may be' implies that if there is anything Inconsistent 
in the Jtatutory provisions that come into play pursuant to a notice u/s 
139 (2), to the extent of that inconsistency resort cannot be made to any 
other section of the Act. By necessary implication, the Hon’ble couH 
concluded that section 144B not being inconsistent with section 148, that 
procedure has to be followed in an assessment or reassessment u/s 147. 
The Hon 'ble Court, therefore, concluded that, without reference to section 
143(3), reassessment couldjiot be made u/s 147 and, by virtue of the specific 
language employed in section 148, there is no embargo on the assessing 
authority to invoke the provisions of section 144B. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. Ushfl Aggartval (1989) 178 ITR 406 (P&H) 

2. CIT Vi, Siirnon & McConechy Ltd. (1989) Taxation 93(3) 179 (Mad.); 
(1989) 177 ITR S26 (Mad.) 

3. Dr. Partap Singh vs. Director of Enforcement (1985) Taxation 78(3) 
243 (SQ; AIR C1985) SC 989. 

4. Kerala Kaumudl(P) Ltd. vs. C/r(1990) Taxation 97(3) 2 A;Ker.); (1990) 
181 ITR 30 (Ker.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(M.N. Rao, J.) 

The question referred for our decision under section 256(1) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 ('the Act’) is: 

"Whether, on the facts and in die circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Trlbunsd was Justified in cancelling the assessments for the 
assessment years 1973*74 and 1974-75 as invalid and without Juris- 
diction?" 

The assessee is a firm of contractors. The original assessment for the A.Y. 
1973-74 was completed op 22,12.1973 on a returned income of 
Rs. 5,37,780/- and the assessment for the year 1974-75 was completed 



on 5.1 1.1975 on a returned income of Rs. 3,28,795/*. The asaesunents 
were reopened u/s 147 of the Act oh the basis of information raoalved 
from the Judicial Commissioner of Inquiry headed by ShH Jusher Altadi 
Kuppuswamy as regards certain tenders accepted by the assessee-company. 
Notice under section 148 was served on the assessce on 26.3.1978 and 
the last date for finalising the assessment was 26.3.1979 under section 
153(2)(b) of the Act. However, the ITO made a draft assessment u/s 144B 
of the Act and referred the matter to the lAC who gave the direction On 
2.8.1979. The assessment was completed on 10.8.1979 following the 
directions issued by the lAC. The case of the assessee was that section 
144B should not have been invoked for, a re-assessment u/s 147 and, 
therefore, the assessment order dated 10.8.1979 was barred by time. 

The Tribunal accepted the contention of the assessee and, at the instance' 
of the revenue, referred the question stated above for our decision. 

As the question framed docs not bring out precisely the matter at issue, 
we reframe the question in the following terms: 

“Whether section 144B has no application in respect of assessments 
and reassessments made under section 147 ?’’ 


It is the contention of Shri S.R. Ashok, the learned counsel for revenue, 
that the entire gamut of statutory provisions that come into play in consequence 
of issue of a notice under sub-section (2) of section 139 are attracted to 
notice under section 148 of the Act. Whenever a notice was issued under 
section 139(2), there was no bar for the assessing authority to, invoke section 
144B since that would be attracted by virtue of section 143(3) of the Act. 
Controverting this, Shri Bheemsen, the learned counsel for the assessee, 
says that Inasmuch as section 147 is Independent of section 143, the classes 
of assessment that fall within the ambit of section 144B are excluded from 
the purview of section 148. 


In order to appreciate the rival contentions advanced before us it is useful 
to notice the relevant provisions as obtaining then. Section 148, which 

confers power to issue notice where income has escaped assessment, is 
in the following^ terms : 


“Issue 0 / notice where Income has escaped assessment - (1) Before 
making the assessment, reassessment or recomputatlon under section 
, t e Income-tax Officer shall serve on the assessee a notice 
containing all or any of the requirements which may be Included in a 
notice under sub-section (2) of section 139; and the provisions of this 
ct shall, so far as may be, apply accordingly as if the notice were 
a notice Issued under that sub-section. 


(2) The Income-tax Officer shall, before issuing any 
section record his reasons for doing so." 


notice under this 


Sub-section (2) of Section 139 reads as undur: 



case of any person who, in the income-tax Officer's opinion, 
is assessat^ under this Act, whether on his own total income or on 
the total inccune of any other person during the previous year, the 
Income-teuc Office may, before the end of the relevant assessment year, 
issue a notice to him and serve the same upon his requiring him to 
furnish, within thirty days from the date of service of the notice, a return 
of his Income or the income of such other person during the previous 
year, in the prescribed form and verified in the prescribed manner and 
settirig forth such other particulars as may be prescribed ; 

Provfded that, on an application made in the prescribed manner, the 
Income-tax Office may, in his discretion, extend the date for furnishing 
the return, and notwithstanding that the date is so extended, interest 
shall be chargeable in accordance with the provisions of sub-section 
(8)." 

Sub-sections (5), (6), (6A), (7) and (8) refer to sub-section (2) providing for 
corrections of errors on filing revised returns. Then comes section 142 of 
the Act which speaks of enquiry before assessment. The power to make 
assessment is incorporated in section 143(3); 

“(3) On the day specified in the notice issued under sub-section (2), 
or as soon afterwards as may be, after hearing such evidence as the 
assessee may produce and such other evidence ag the income-tax Officer 
may require on specified points, and after taking into account all relevant 
materia] which he has gathered, - 

(a) in a case where no assessment has been made under sub-section 
(1), the Income-tax Officer shall, by an order in writing make an 
assessment of the total Income or loss bf the assesses, and determine 
-the sum payable by him or refundable to him on the basis of such 
assessment;" 

If an assessee fails to make a return pursuant to receipt of notice under 
sub-section (2) of section 139, the assessing authority Is empowered to make 
a best Judgment assessment under section 144. This is the normal procedure 
for making an assessment. We may also mention that the expression 
‘assessment’ as defined by clause (8) of section 2 of the Act reads as follows: 

"(8) 'assessment' Includes reassessment;" ' 

The Government of India had appointed a High Power Committee headed 
by Justice Wanchoo, former Chief Justice of India, to study the then.existlng 
tax pattern and recommend amendments. One of the recommendations 
made by the Committee relates to ensuring safeguards to assessees by giving 
opportunity in the form of reassessment notice. The relevant recommen- 
dation is as follows : - 

"As regards disputed additions in assessments, a point has been made 
before us that often decisions are taken by the Income-tax Officer behind 

f 



the assesse s back and the assessee comes to Imotv ol »ddtttons and 
disallowance only after the assesmient has been made and an order 
is received by him. In many cases, the dispute could have been avoided i 
if adequate opportunity has been given to the taxpayer to exi^ln the j 
position. We are aware that such situations do frequently arise. To ensure 
that the assesses gets a reasonable opportunity of meeting the objections 
of the Income-tax Officer, before an assessment is finalised, we rec- 
ommend that there should be a provision in the law requiring the Income- 
tax Officer to send a draft assessment order to the assesses, to start 
with, in all cases where the additions or disallowances proposed to be 
made in assessment order under sub-section (3) of section 143 exceed 
in the aggregate Rs. 25,000. Where the taxpayer objects to the assessment 
being made on the basis of the draft order, he should Intimate his 
objections within seven days to the Inspecting Assistant Commissioner I 
who will, after hearing the assessee and the Income-tax Officer, pass 
the final order of assessment himself. For this purpose, the Inspecting 
Assistant Commissioner should have the poWer to accept, reduce or 
enhance the income proposed in the draft order. Such a measure will 
also ensure that major disputes with the taxpayers are settled or dealt 
with at a level higher than that of the Income-tax Officer.” 

In consequence of the above recommendation, section 144B was enacted. 

It Is in the following terms: 

''Reference to Inspecting Assistant Commissioner In certain cases. 

- (1) Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, where, in a 
assessment to be made under sub-section (3) of section 143, the Income- 
tax Officer proposes to make any variation in the income or loss returned 
which is prejudicial to the assessee and the amount of such variation 
exceeds the amount fixed by the Board under sub-section (6), the Income- 
tax Officer shall, in the first Instance, forward a draft of the proposed 
order of assessment (thereafter in this section referred to as the draft 
order) to the assessee. 

(2) On receipt of the draft order, the assessee may forward his objections, 

if any, to such variation, to the Income-tax Officer within seven tlays . 
of the receipt by him of the draft order or within such further perl^ 
not exceeding fifteen days as the Income-tax Officer may allow on an 
application made to him in this behalf. I 

(3) If no objections are received within the period of the extended period 
aforesaid, or the assessee intimates to the Income-tax Officer the 
acceptance of the variation, the Income-tax Officer shall complete the 
assessment on the basis of the draft order. 

(4) If any objections are received, the Income-tax Officer shall forward 
the draft order together with the objections to the Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner and the Inspecting Assistance Commissioner shall, after 
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considefing die draft order and the obj^tions and aft(^ going through 
(vdieiwm necessary) the records relattng lo the draft order, issue, hi 
respect of the matter aivered by the objections, such directions as he 
thinks fit for the guidance of the Income-tax Officer to enable him to 
complete the assessment : 

Provided that no directions which are prejudicial to the assessee shall 
be issued under this sub-section before an opportunity Is given to the 
assessee to be heard. 

(5) Every direction issued by the Inspecting Assistant Commissioner 
under sub-sectiop (4) shall binding on the income-tax Officer. 

(6) For the purposes of sub-section (1). the Board may, having regard 
to the proper and efficient management of the work of assessment, 
by order, fix from time to time, such amount as It deems fit: 

Provided that different amounts may be fixed for different years : 

Provided further that the amount fixed under this sub-section shall, in 
no case, be less than twenty-five thousand rupees. 

(7) Nothing In this section shall apply to a case where an Inspecting 
Assistant Commissioner exercises the powers or performs the functions 
of an Income-tax Officer In pursuance of an order made under section 
125 or section 125A." 

Section 153 provides for time-limit for completion of assessments and 
reassessments. Clause (iv) of Explanation 1 lays down that within 180 days 
proceedings under section 144B shall be completed in cases where the 
aissessee had submitted objections. In other cases, the tlme-limlt prescribed 
thirty days. 

From a reading of the relevant statutory provisions extracted supra, it 
appears to be fairly clear that whenever a notice was issued under section 
148 by the Assessing Officer, the provisions of the Act so far as may be, 
uvould come into play as If the notice .issued was a notice under sub-section 
(2) of section 139. \^at needs to be considered in this context is whether 
section 144B Is one of statutory provisions that are attracted in case where 
notice was issued under section 139(2}? Whenever a notice is issued under 
section 139(2), an enquiry is held under section 142 and an assessment 
is made under section 143. In assessment made under section 143, it is 
specifically laid down by section 144B that the draft astessment procedure 
should be followed. It would, thus, appear that the procedure laid down 
by section 144B is part of the procedure contemplated under seebon 143(3). 

^ reading of Section 144B, at first sight, may give the impression that 
assessment or reassessment proceedings u/s 147 are outside its purview 
since It mentions only section 143(3). Such a construction ignores the 
specific language employed in section 148 under which the assessing 
authority gets power to issue notice for reopening the assessments u/s 147. 
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As already noticed, section 148 lays down that the provisions of the Act 
shall so far as may be, apply to a reassessment made under section 147. 
The phrase ‘so far as may be’ Implies that If there is anything inconsistent 
In the statutory provisions that come into play pursuant to a notice u/s 
139 (2), to the extent of that inconsistency resort cannot be made to any 
other section of the Act, By necessary implication, the Hon’ble court 
concluded that section 144B not being inconsistent with section 148, that 
procedure has to be followed In an assessment or reassessment u/s 147. 
In Dr. Partap Singh vs. Director of Enforcement AIR 1985 SC 989 the 
expression ‘so far as may be' came up for consideration. Section 37(1) 
of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947, obligates the officer issuing 
a search warrant, to record In writing, the grounds of his belief. Sub-section 
(2) provides that the provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1908, 
relating to searches shall, so far as may be, apply to searches under that 
section, subject to certain modifications. The Supreme Court observed: 

“...The expression 'so far as may be’ has always been construed to 
mean that those provisions may be generally followed to the extent 
possible...." (p. 993) 

In CIT os. Usha Aggarwal (1989) 178 ITR 406 the question for consid- 
eration before the Punjab and Haryana High Court was : Whether in resiJcct 
of assessment made under section 147, the provisions of section 144B 
were applicable? The Punjab and Haryana High Court, on a literal inter- 
pretation of section 144B, in isolation and without referring to section 148, 
has held that It would not apply to section 147 proceedings because section 
147 is not mentioned in section 144B. With great respect, we are unable 
to follow that view. The Madras High Court view, as contained in CIT us. 
Simson & Me Conechy Ltd. (1989) 177 ITR 526 is, based upon the 
language of section 153 which provides for separate limitations for assess- 
ments and reassessments. The Madras High Court has assumed that exclusion 
of the time taken for section 144B proceedings as Incorporated in clause 
(iv) of Explanation 1 to section 153 will not apply to reassessment proceedings 
under section 153(2). But the opening words of Explanation 1 of section 
153, “In computing the period of limitation for purposes of this section..." 
refer to assessments and reassessments under sub-sections (1) and (2) of 
section 153. Moreover, under section 147, assessment can be made, for 
the first time also, in cases where no return was filed and no assessment 
had been made earlier and informations had reached the assessing authority 
that Income assessable to lax had escaped assessment. We, therefore, with 
great respect, are unable to agree with the Madras High Court view. A 
contrary view was taken by the Kerala High Court In Kerala KaumudI (R) 
Ltd. vs. CIT (1990) 181 ITR 30. After referring to the relevant case law 
on this question, the Kerala High 'Court observed : 

A survey of the above decisions establishes that there can be only one 
assessment for each year, that once proceedings under section 147 of 
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dte Act ate Initiated by Isauins a notice under section 148, read v4th 
section 139(^ of the the assessment proceedings start afresh, and 
that the proceedings for assessment of that year will be pending and 
wfil continue until a final order of assessment is rendered ..." (p. 37) 

We respectfully agree with the Kerala High Court view. We, therefore, 
conclude that, without reference to section 143(3), reassessment cannot 
be made under section 147 and, by virtue of the specific language employed 
in section 148, there is no embargo on the assessing authority to invoke 
the provisions of section 144B introduced for the protection of the assessee 
by providing for a pre-aSsessment notice. We, therefore, hold that the 
assessment. in question was wiihin time. The view taken by the Tribunal 
is unsustainable In law. The question referred for our decision is answered 
in the negative, l.e., in favour of the revenue and against the assessee. 
No costs, 


(1995) 126 Taxation 55 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’blc Mr. Justice Ajit K. Sengupta &. 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice Nure Alam Chowdhury) 

IT Reference No. 46 of 1992 

Eastern Coils (P) Ltd. 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant A.K. Roy Chowdhury .and Sandip 

Kumar Roy 

For the Respondent • None 

Decided on : 20.12.1993 

PENALTY — Assessee failing to pay advance tax nor filing any 
estimate Assessee given show cause notice — Assessee claiming 
advance tax not paid and estimate not filed since proper advice 
not received from his tax consultant — No explanation rendered 
and no supporting details filed before ITO or before CIT(A) — 
Held, not a reasonable cause — Penalty rightly levied. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 209 & 273. 

FACTS 

This refereneo relates to the Income tax assessment of the assessee 
company/ for the A.Y. 1984-85. For the A.Y. 1984-85. the assessee 
company/ did neither file any estimate of Its current Income nor did It 
pay the adiwince tax payable by It on the current' Income as required 
by ciquM (b) of sub-section (1) of section 209A of the Act. In response 
to the show cause notice, the assessee company did not furrilsh any 
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explanation for U$ failure at aforeaald: The ITO accordingly, kidod fl 
penalty of Rt. 32.240/- u/s 273(2Xb) of the Act. It mt tuhmitl^ ^for§ 
the CJTfA) that toe assetsee was not properly adulted by the pmidoyt 
tax consultant. The Tribunal reoersed the order of the C!T(/d and 
restored the penalty order passed by the ITO. 

DECISION 


The Hon'ble court held that it Is a case of a corporate assesses. This ll 
not the first year of busin<>ss. The company did not pay any advance tax 
notwithstanding the clear provisions of section 209A(l)(b). No explanation 
. whatsoever was furnished before the ITO. No affidavit and/or any other 
evidence was filed to show that the previous Tax Consultant did not advlw 
the assessee as to its obligation to file estimate of advance tax and pay 
advance tax notwithstanding that It had substantial Income of over Rs, 20 
lakhs. Section 273(2)(b) requires the Assessing Officer to levy penalty unleii 
the failure to furnish the estimate was on account of any reasonable cause. 
Nothing has been shown as to what was the reasonable cause for the 
assessee's failure to file the estimate as required by clause (b) of sub>sectlon 
(1) of section 209A. The Hon’ble court, accordingly, was of the view that 
the T ribunal was fully Ju stlf led in confirming the levy of penalty u/s 27 3(2)(b). 

Case referred to : 

CWT vs. Ramniklal D. Mehta (1982) Taxation 67(3) 187 (Orl.): (1982) 
136 ITR 729 (Orl.) 

Full text of the Judgm^ .t is given below t 


JUDGMENT 

(Ajit K. Sengupta. J.) 

In this reference made at the Instance of the assessee, the following questions 
referred by the T ribunal for the opinion of this Court under section 
256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’): 

1. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
l^nalty proceeding Initiated under section 273 of the Income-tax 

^t, 1961 on the basis of the original assessment was valid In 
law ? 


2, Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, there 
any material before the Tribunal Justifying the reversing of 
the order of the Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) and/or the 
said conclusion is unreasonable and perverse ?" » 

The facts as found by the Tribunal arc as under : 

tax payabla by It on tha current Income ax required by claure (b) of 



IftSi 


Eastern Coto ^ tutt vs. err (CMr) 


97 


fulMHietim U) of seetiotf 209A of Act. In risponso to the diow caww 
nottoi, ttn esseisee oompany did not fvfntsh ^ eKp}«imt)cni for lu fi^uyei 
•K ftfonSfRld. 4n ^t# of another cniportunity betog granted by the HO tilt 
luwesief'fiomgany gave no explanatton for Its failure to file an estinuito 
of its current income and pay the a4vance tax payable t^/flt on the current 
income calculated in the manner laid down In section 209A. The ITO, 
accordIngH'f levied a penalty of Rs, 32,240 under section 273(2Kb) of the 
Act. The asseisae, being dissatisfied, carried the matter in appeal before 
the Commissioner (Appeals)- It was sutunttted before the CTTfA) that the 
assessee was not propedy advised by the previous taa consultant- After a 
new tae adviser was appointed, the assessee filed a revised return for the 
year under reference de^aring an income of Rs. 20,70,130 in March 1987 
and paid tax of Rs, 10,30.951. The Commissioner (Appeals) cancelled the 
said penalty following the decision of the Orissa High Court in CWT us. 
HamnfkQlQ/ D. Mehta (1982) 136 ITR 729. 

On appeal by the revenue, the Tribunal found that the decision of the Orissa 
High court referred to by the Commissioner (Appeals) was clearly distin- 
guishable, The failure on the part of the previous tax consultant to advise 
the assessee properly could not be accepted as a reasonable cause for non- 
filing of estimate particularly when no explanation whatsoever was rendered 
by the assessee before the ITO and no supporting details and/or evidence 
were produced by it before the Commissioner (Appeals) in support of its 
submission that it was not properly advised by the previous tax consultant. 
The Tribunal, therefore, reversed the order of the CiT(A) and restored the 
penalty order passed by the ITO. 

In Ramniklal D. Mehta’s case (supra), the WTO levied penalty for failure 
to file the wealth-tax returns. The Tribunal found that the assessee was 
regularly filing Its income-tax returns and there was no reason as to why 
the assessee should have avoided filing of wealth-fax returns. Had he. in 
fact, been advised to do so, he could not have hoped to conceal the particulars 
of wealth from the department because they were already on the depart- 
mental records. The Tribunal noted that it was not concerned with the 
question as to how and why the adviser of the assessee failed to advise 
the assessee regarding the filing of the returns voluntarily. The Tribunal 
observed that the assessee did not, in fact, get any such advice from his 
tax adviser to file the wealth-tax returns and this explanation given by the 
assessee was regarded as satisfactory by the Tribunal. This decision of thi 
Tribunal was upheld by the Orissa High Court on refererxre by the revenue. 

The facts of the present case before us are quite peculiar; The assessee 
admittfy filed revised return showing income of Rs. 20,79,130. It is a case 
of a corporate assessee. This is not the first year of business. The company 
did not pay advance tax notwithstanding the clear provisions of section 
209A(l)(b), No exj^armtlon whatsoever was furnished before the ITO in 
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response to the show-cause nottce as to Why penalty should not bo levied 
in this case for failure to flic the estimate of current Income and to pay 
advance tax. Even when another opportunity was given by the FTO, the 
assessee dicl not come forward to offer any explanation. Before the 
Commissioner (Appeals), the assessee for the first time orally claimed that 
the previous tax consultant did not advise the assessee properly. The name 
of the previous tax consultant was not disclosed. No affidavit and/or any 
other evidence was filed to show that the previous Tax Consultant did not 
advise the assessee as to its obligation to file estimate of advance tax and 
pay advance tax notwithstanding that It had substantial income of over 
Rs. 20 lakhs. The oral explanation given by the assessee to the ITO was 
believed by the Commissioner (Appeals) The decision of the Orissa High •' 
Court is, therefore, clearly distinguishable. Nothing has been shown to us 
as t<’ how the decision of the Tribunal Is unreasonable and/or pervdrse. 
Every assessee is under a statutory obligation to estimate Us current Income 
and pay advance tax In accordance with the provisions of section 209A{f ){b), 

If the statutory obligation to this effect is not complied with, Section 
273{2)(b) requires the Assessing Officer to levy penalty unless the failure 
to furnish the estimate was on account of any reasonable cause. Nothing 
has been shown as to what was the reasonable cause for the assessee’s 
failure to file the estimate as required by clause (b) of sub-section (1) of 
section 209A. 

In this view of the matter, we find that there is no merit in the assessee’s 
reference. We are, accordingly, of the view that the Tribunal was fully Justified 
in confirming the levy of penalty under section Z73(2)(b). 

The first question is, therefore, answered in the affirmative and In favour 
of the revenue. 

The second question is answered by saying that the Tribunal was fully justified 
In reversing the order of the Commissioner (Appeals) and its conclusion 
is neither unreasonable nor perverse. 

There will be no order as to costs, 

Niire Alam Chowdhury, J - 1 agr^ee. 
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(1995) 126 T«>cation 89 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice ^Jit K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Nure Alam C^howdhury) 

IT Reference No. 71 of 1992 
Commissioner of Income-tAX 
vs, 

Raval Papers Ltd. 

For the Appellant S.K. MUra and SJK. Mukherjee 

For the Respondent ; None 
Decided on 23.11.1993 

PEPRECIATION — Determination of actual cost — Assessee receiving 
capital subsidy under Central Investment Subsidy Scheme for 
setting up unit in backward area — Revenue subtracting the same 
from the cost of assets -^Tribunal holding subsidy neither taxable 
nor to be reduced from the cost of assets — Held, subsidy not 
granted for any specific asset Subsidy mainly an incentive to 
set up Industry in backward areas — Subsidy amount not to be 
reduced from cost of assets for purposes of depreciation. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 43(1). 

FACTS 

The /acts relating to this reference are that the assessee In the above 
period received capital subsidy under the Central Investment Subsldp 
Scheme, 1971 for setting up an Industrial unit at Ral Bareli, a backward 
area In UP. The Assessing Officer, while working out the permissible 
depreciation, deducted the amount of subsidy received from the cost 
of assets u/s 43(1) of the said Act and allowed depreciation on the reduced 
amount. On appeal, the CIT(A)'dlrected the Assessing Officer no* to 
take Into account the capital subsidy received by the assessee while 
working out ‘Actual cost of assets' u/s 43(1) of the Act. The decision 
of the CJT(A) was confirmed by the Tribunal. 

DECISION 

It is not in dispute that this question is now concluded by a decision of 
this court in the case of CIT vs. Dewas Synthetics (P) Ltd. (1991) 188 
ITR 16. Following the said decision, the Hon’ble court answered the question 
in the affirmative and in favour of the assessee, Mr. Mitra appearing for 
the revenue has prayed for oral leave u/s 261 of the Act. He submitted 
that this matter is pending before the Supreme Court as the Supreme Court 
granted special leave to the department in many of the cases. Having regard 
to the fact that this question' Is now before the Supreme Court, the Hon'ble 
court certified diat this was a fit case for appeal to the Supreme Court 
u/s 261 of the Act. 
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Caiea refarrad to t 

1. CIT vs. Godavari Plywoods Ltd. (1987) 168 ITR 632 (AP) 

2. CIT vs. Bhandarl Capacitor/ (P) Ltd- (1987) Taxation 86(3) 226(M.P.); 
(1987) 168 ITR 647 (M.P.) 

3. CIT vs. dindal Bros. Rica Mills (1989) 179 ITR 470 (P&H) 

4. Makkar Bari Tea Co. (IT Appeal No. 956 ((Sal.) of 1988 dated 
3.11.1989) 

5. CIT Ml. Oawos Synthetics (P) Ltd- (1991) 101 Taxation 188 (Cal.); 
(1991) laa ITR 16 (Cal.) 

full text of the Judgment U flivan balow t 

JUDGMENT 

(Ajit K. Sengvpta, J.) 

In this reference under section 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 for the 
assessment year 1984-85 the following question has been referred to this 
Court ; 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, and also 
on a proper interpretation of the provision of section 43(1) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961, the Tribunal was correct In law in holding that 
Central subsidy received by the assessee would not be deductible to arrive 
at the actual cost of the depreciable assets ?” 

Shortly stated, the facts relating to this reference are that the assessee in 
the above period received capital subsidy under the Central Investment 
Subsidy Scheme, 1971 for setting up an industrial unit at Ral Bareli, a 
backward area in U.P. The Assessing Officer, while working out the 
permissible depreciation, deducted the amount of subsidy received from the 
cost of assets u/s 43(1) of the said Act and allowed depreciation on the 
reduced amount. 

On appeal, the CIT(A), following the declsTon of Andhra Pradesh High Court 
in the case of CIT vs. Godavari Plywood Ltd. (1987) 168 ITR 632 and 
that of the Madhya Pradesh High Court in the case of CIT us. Bhandarl 
Capacitors (P.) Ltd. (1987) 168 ITR 647, directed the Assessing Officer 
not to take Into account the capital subsidy received by the assessee while 
working out 'Actual cost of assets' u/s 43(1) of the Act. The revenue being 
aggrieved brought the issue In appeal before the Appellate Tribunal, . 

Before the Tribunal, the learned departmental representative subrrittted that, 
subsidy granhNl by the Central Government was to reduce the co4H^ cupltal 
depreciable aisetf and, therefore, was to be taken Into account; 
was placed on the decUion of the Punjab and Haryana High Cwirt M the 
case of err vs, Jlrtdal Bros. Rice Mills (1989) 179 fTR 470, He relied 
upon the decision of the Tribunal, Calcutta Bench C (IT Appeal No. 966 
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<Cd4 of 1988, dated 3. f 1.1989! in iho Case of Mol(l(ar Burl r«o Co. Tha 
learrted ooimtid for ttw astMaee supported foe ordef of foe Cotnmisskmer 
(Appall^. 

The Trihitfial after considerfog foe rival submissions, of foe parties, t^heid 
the order of the Ccmimlssioncr (Appeals) with foe following c^)ser\eitions: 

"We have carefully considered foe rival submissions facts and Circwtr 
stances of the case and material on record. We have also seen the 
Central Scheme under which the subsidy was granted to foe business 
for setting lip industry in backward area. As is evident from scheme 
subsidy was not granted on any specific asset but was allowed on costs 
of land, building, machinery, plant, etc. The matter in view of decisions 
of Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh High Courts is fully covered 
In favour of the assessee. The decision in the case of Makkar Bari Tea 
Co. related to State Transport subsidy. In that case, subsidy was held 
to be a revenue receipt. Likewise, foe case of Jindal Brother^ Rice 
Mills (supra) relates to subsidy granted by the State Government. The 
subsidy schemes of State Governments are quite different from Central 
Subsidy Scheme with which we are concerned. The decisions cited on 
behalf of the revenue, therefore, are not applicable to facts of foe present 
case. These are distinguishable at any rate, even If two views of the 
matter are possible, we are Inclined to take one in favour of the assessee. 
In other cases relating to Central Subsidy Scheme, ITAT Benches at 
Calcutta have been consistently holding that the subsidy is not to be 
deducted while working out actuzil cost of depreciable assets, in line 
with the above view, we uphold the order of the Commissioner of 
Income-tax Appeals.” 

it 1$ not in dispute that this question is now concluded by foe decision of 
this court in the case of C/T us. Deisas Synthetics fP) Ltd. (1991) 188 
ITR 16. Following foe said decision, the Hon'ble court answered the question 
In the affirmative and In favour of the assessee. 

Mr. Mltra appearing for the revenue has prayed for oral leave u/s 261 
of the Act. He submitted that this matter is pending before the Supreme 
Court as foe Supreme Court granted special leave to the department In 
many of the cases. Our attention has been drawn to 197 ITR which contains 
the following information : 

“Government subsidy received : Effect on actual cost or cost of invest- 
ments : 

20.7. 1992 : Their Lordships M.N. Venkatachaliah and Dr. A.S. Anand, 
JJ. granted specif leave to foe Department to appeal i^dnei the 
judgment dated 2.18.1991 of the Orissa High Court in S.C. No. 171 
of 1990, whereby the >8gb Court answered In lavour of the assessee 
the question whether Government subsidy reoelved by the assessee 
would go to reduce the actual cost of its plant and machinery for the 



purpose of depreciation and extra shift allowance and the value of its 
capital investment for the purpose of Investment allowance ♦ CtT us. 
Ofisso Industries Ltd. (SLP (Civil) No. 7372 of 19921. 

On the same point special leave was granted In the following matters 
also on the dates and by Hon’ble judges mentioned against each Item: 

27.7.1992 : CIT us. Ankleshmer Inorganic Pigments & Chemicals 
Ltd. against order dated 9.1.1992 of the Gujarat High Court In IT 
Appeal No. 175 of 1991, rejecting a reference application, SLP (Civil) 
No. 7840 of 1992; by their Lordship S. Ranganathan, V. Ramaswami 
and R.M. Sahai, JJ. 

28.7.1992: CIT us. Annapurna Roller Flour Mills against judgment 
dated 31. 1.1992 of the Karnataka High Court in ITRC No. 33 of 1991, 
answering question referred against the department (SLP (Civil) No. 
8064 of 19921; by their Lordships S. Ranganathan, V. Ramaswami 
and B.P. Jeevan Reddy, JJ. 

30.7.1992; CIT us. ProgresslueEngg. againstjudgment dated 5.3. 1992 
of the Karnataka High Court in ITRC No. 17 of 1992, answering 
question referred against the Department-lSLPfCivil) No. 82 16 of 1992}: 
by their Lordships S. Ranganathan, V. Ramaswami and B.P Jeevan 
Reddy, JJ.” 

(1992) 197 ITR St. 1 

Having regard to the facts that this question is now before the Supreme 
Court, we certify that this was a fit case for appeal to the Supreme Court 
u/s 261 of the Act. 

There will be no order as to costs 

Nure Alam Chowdhury, J. - 1 agree. 


(1995) 12 6 T‘ gxat l On 62 (AIL) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ALLAHABAD 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice Anshuman Singh & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice R.K. Gulati) 

Civil Mlsc. Writ Petition No. 720 of 1993 
SwamijI (Indra Prasad Gupta), 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

Decided on : 17.9.1993 

REVISION OF ASSESSMENT — Assessments cancelled by the CIT 
263 — Assessee contending order u/s 263 not served — 
Assesses claiming assessments liable to be quashed since no 
Justification for the CIT to set aside earlier assessments r- Held. 
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alt»ntal« tcMjidv avj^ttfbta to tfco aa««sM« «« Ihpder m/9 24Z 
apl^labi* to tirilMmai — * WjH patltiofi itUmlMotl oo th« oroond 
of altcraate remady. 

Incoma'tait Act, 1961 — Section 263 
Consiltutlon of India — Article 226. 

FACTS 

Thii petition fs directed against the ossessrnent orders for the A. Vs, 
1 978-79, 1 979-80 and 1981-^2 whlchare all dated 26.3. 1 993. Admlttedlv, 
the petitioner has filed appeals against the above assessment orders 
which are pending for decision before the Peputy Commissioner (Appeals), 
Varanasi. It may be observed that the above ossessrnent orders come 
to be made in consequence of a common order u/s 263 of the Income- 
tax, Act, 1961 dated 24.2.1991 passed by the CJT ('Centro/), Kanpur, 
by uihic/i be had set aside the assessment orders that had been made 
earlier for the aforesaid assessment years with the direction to make 
fresh assessments In the light of the directions contained In the order 
u/s 263. The complaint Is that the assessments now made are liable to 
be quashed Inasmuch as there was no justi/ication for the CIT to have 
set aside the earlier assessments. 

DECISION 

The assessment order u/s 263 Is admittedly appealable before the Tribunal. 
It seems that no such appeals were (lied. The petitioner has an alternative 
effective statutory remedy agairist the order u/s 263, the Hon’ble court, 
therefore, did not feel inclined to go Into the question whether the order 
u/s 263 had validly been made or not. With the above observations, the 

writ petition was rejected summarily on the ground of alternative remedy. 
1 * 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(R.K. Gulatl, J.) 

This petition is directed against the assessment order for the assessment 
years 1978-79, 1979-80 and 1981-82 which arc all dated 26.3.1993. 
Admittedly, the petitioner has filed appeals against the above assessment 
orders which are pending for decision before the Deputy Commissioner 
(Appeals), Varanasi. It may be observed that the above assessment orders 
came to be made in consequence of a common order u/s 263 of the Incotne- 
tax Act, 1961 (‘the act’) dated 24.2.1991 passed by the CIT (Central), 
Kanpur, by which he had set aside 4he assessment orders that had been 
made earlier for the aforesaid assessment years with the direction to make 
fresh assessments In the light of the directions contained in the order 
u/s 263. The complaint is that the assessments now made are liable to 



be qttaehed inasmuch as there was no jusUfic^ioii for ^ CotMitM^r 
(Central) to have set aside the earlier assessments. 

Now the assessment order u/s 263 is admittedly atitrealabkt baf£^ ti>e 
Tribunal. It seems that no such appeals were filed. The ptea taken is that 
the order under section 263 had not been served on Ae petitioner and, 
consequently, there was no occasion for the petitioner to have filed appeals 
before the Tribunal. A copy of the order passed by the Commissioner under 
section 263 was placed before us by the standing counsel and a copy was 
served tn the Court on the petitioner who was present in person. U^tber 
the petitioner was served with a copy of the order under section 263 in 
norma! course or not, is essentially a question of fact and there are no 
pleading to that effect In the writ petition. Be that as It may. if the petitioner 
feels aggrieved against the order under section 263 setting aside Ae earlier 
set of assessment orders, it is for him to apply for a certified copy of the 
order under section 263 and to have recourse. If so advised, to the appellate 
forum or such other forum as may be available to him under the law. Suffice 
it to say that since the petitioner has an alternative effective statutory remedy 
against the order u/s 263, the Hon'ble court, therefore, did not feel Inclined 
to go into the question whether the order u/s 263 had validly been made 
or not. 

Insofar as the three assessment orders dated 26.3.1993 are concerned, 
as already stated, the petitioner has not availed only the alternative remedy 
by preferring appeals against those orders, but he Is actually pursuing the 
appeals. In this view of the matter, we see no Justification to permit the 
petitioner to abandon the course that he has adopted by filing appeals, 
and to challenge the assessment orders before this Court by means of the 
present petition. However, we do hope and trust that the Deputy 
CommlssionerfAppeals), Varanasi, before whom the appeals arc said to be 
pending, shall decide the appeals of the petitioner expeditiously at an early 
date, if possible, within a period of six months, a certified copy of this 
order is filed before the said authority. 

With the above observations, the writ petition was rejected summarily on 
the ground of alternative remedy. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 64 (Bom.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hon'ble Justice Dr. B.P. Saraf & 

Hort’ble Mr. Justice D.R. Dhanuka) 

It Reference No. 152 of 1977 
Cotnmisslontr of Income-tax 
vs. 

GJ4. Agrawal 

For the App^nt : Dt. V. Balaeubramanlani and J.P.Devadhar 
For the Respondent -. P.J. Pardiwala 
Pecldf^ on ; 25.8.1993 



DEPRECIAllON— Ascessec owning certain trucks — Trucks under 
repair throughout the accounting period •^Tracks used in business 
prior to repairs and after repairs — Assessee claiming depreciation 
— Held, assessee entitled to depreciation — Trucks continue to 
be used for business. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Secti<xi 32. 

FACTS & DECISION 

During the relevant assessment years, some of the trucks were under 
repairs. The on/y controuersif that Is raised by the above question was 
as to whether the trucks could be said to have been not used for business 
of the assessee merely by reason of the same being under repairs. The 
Hon’ble court held that It did not require much discussion to answer 
the question. The answer Is self-evident. The vehicles continued to be 
In use for business of the assessee even though the same were under 
repair. In this view of the matter, the Honhie court answered the question 
In the affirmative i.e., in favour of the assessee and against the revenue. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(D.R. Dhanuka, J.) 

By this reference under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ('the 
Act’) the Tribunal has referred the following question of law to this Court 
for opinion at the instance of the revenue : 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessee 
is entitled to deduction for depreciation on the written down value of 
the trucks which were under repairs throughout the relevant accounting 
years but were used for the purpose of the business earlier and later? 
We have heard the learned counsel for both the parties. The following facts 
clearly emerge from the record : 

(i) The trucks in question were used by the assessee for the purpose of 
his business. 

(ii) The said trucks were used for business of the assessee during the relevant 
years as well as earlier and later years. 

(iii) During the relevant assessment years, some of these trucks were under 
repairs. The only controversy that is raised by the above question is as to 
whether the trucks can be said to have been not used for business of the 
assessee merely by reason of the same being under repairs. We do not 
think that much discussion is required to answer the question. The answer 
is self-evident. In our opinion, the vehicles continued to be in use for business 
of the assessee even though the same were under repair. 

In this view of the matter, the question referred to us is answered in the 
affirmative, i.e., in favour of the assessee and against the revenue. 

No order as to costs. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 66 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURrOF CALCinTA 
(Before Hon’blc Mr. Justice Ajlt K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen) 

IT Reference No. 99 of 1991 

Martin Burn Ltd& 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant None 

For the Respondent R.K. Bagchi and 

Sunil Kumar Mukherjee 
Decided on : 13.10.1993 

CAPITAL GAINS — Assesses acquiring lease hold rights In property 
— Assessee surrendering leasehold rights and receiving cash and 
also in exchange another property as owner — Held, assessee 
not incurring any cost for acquiring leasehold rights — Consid- 
eration received by it oh surrender of rights could not be subjected 
to long term capital gain. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 2(14) and 48. 

FACTS 

The assessee company has an office In London. This office space was 
taken ty the assessee compani^ on lease for a period of 26 pears. The 
Tribunal found that the assessee did not pap any premium at the time 
of acquiring the leasehold Interest in the said propertp. The assessee 
companp surrendered the leas? hold interest on 20.9.1973 In favour 
of Central Land Investment Ltd. of London for a consideration of UK 
Pound 7,10,000. The said consideration was received bp the assessee 
companp partip In cash - UK Pound 3,10, OOQ and partip In the form 
of a property at Buckingham Stieet which was valued at UK Pound 
4,00,000. The case of the assessee companp Is that the entire receipt 
of UK Pound 7,10,000 was a capital receipt not liable to tax, 

DECISION 

It is true that the lease-hold interest Is a cajiltal asset; since the same was 
acquired and held by the assesses without any cost of acquisition, the whole 
of UK Pound 7,10,000 is nothing but a capital receipt and, therefore, not 
chargeable to Income in view of the principles laid down by the learned 
judges of Supreme Court in B. C. Srinivasa Settp’s case. We also find 
that this court had also taken a similar view In CIT vs. Mangtu Ram Jalpurla 
(1991) 192 ITR 533, following the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
said case. Respectfully following the said decision, the Hon’ble court answered 
question in this reference in the negative and in favour of the assessee. 
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Ca««« Mferrcd to : 

1 CIT vs. B.C. Srtnlucsa Setty (1981) Taxation 60(3) 124 (SQ; (1981) 
j 128 ITR 294 (SC) 

2. CIT vs. Mangtu Ram Jalpurta (1991) 192 ITR 533 (Cal.) 

3. A. Gasper us. CIT (1991) 192 ITR 382 (SQ 

Full text of the Judgment Is give below : 

JUDGMENT 

(A jit K. Sengupta J.) 

I In this reference made at the Instance of the assessee, the following questions 
! have been referred by the Tribunal to this Court, under section 256(2) of 
I the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’): 

“1. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
finding of the Tribunal that d^e cost of the lease-hold Interest of 
the said premises to the assessee could be envisaged is based on 
any material ? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in holding that the assessee was liable to capital 
gains on surrender of the tenancy rights of the said premises, 

: although there was no cost of acquisition to the assessee for the 

i said tenancy ? 

1 3. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 

I finding of the Buckingham Street property worth UK Pound 4,00,000 

I is vitiated by reason of non-consideration of the relevant materials 

on record ? 

4. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in determining the full value of the said 
consideration for surrender of the said tenancy of the premises by 
taking the value of Buckingham Street property at UK Pound 
4,00,000 ?" 

This reference relates to the income-tax assessment of the assessee company 
■ for the previous year ending 30.9.1974, corresponding to the assessment 
year 1975-76. The facts as found by the Tribunal are as under : 

The assessee company has an office in London. This office space was taken 
by the assessee company on lease for a period of 26 years from Balfour 
Williamson & Co. Ltd. at a yearly lease rent of UK Pound 8,000 payable 
quarterly. The lease was effective from 12.2. 1958. The Tribunal found that 
the assessee did not pay any premium at the time of acquiring the lease- 
hold interest In the said property. The Tribunal looked Into the lease-hold 
agreement and recorded a finding of fact that the assessee was only to 
pay the lease rent of UK Pound 8,000 per annum payable quarterly and 
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thai no other consideration either by way of premium or otherwise wai 
payaWe by the assessce-company. The assessee company surrendered th< 
lease-hold interest on 20.9.1973 in favour of Central Land Investment Ltd 
of London for a consideration of UK Pound 7 , 1 0 , 0 00 . The said conslderatiot 
was received by the assessce-company partly in cash - UK Pound 3,10,00( 
and partly in the form of a property at Buckingham Street which was valuei 
at UK Pound 4,00,000. 

The case of the assessee company is that the entire receipt of UK Poun( 
7,10,000 was a capital receipt and since the assessee had no cost o 
acquisition for the lease-hold interest acquired and held by it in its Londoi 
office property, no part of the said sum of UK Pound 7,10,000 wa 
chargeable to income tax. The assessee-company placed reliance on th( 
decision of the Supreme Court In CIT vs. B.C. Srinivasa Setty (1981) 121 
ITR 294. 

We find that the Tribunal in this case recorded a finding of fact that th( 
said lease-hold interest in London office was acquired by the assessee 
company without payment of any premium. The assessee was liable to pa' 
only annual rent, which was payable quarterly, and there was no cost o 
acquisition whatsoever in respect of the said lease-hold interest acquire( 
and held by the assessee. It is true that the lease-hold interest is a capita 
asset; since the same was acquired and held by the assessee without an' 
cost of acquisition, the whole of UK Pound 7, 10,000 is nothing but a capita 
receipt and, therefore, not chargeable to Income in view of the principle 
laid down by the learned judges of Supreme Court In B. C. SP/n/uasa Setty' 
case (supra). We also find that this court had also taken a similar view ii 
CIT vs. Mangtu Ram Jalpurla (1991) 192 ITR 533, following the decisioi 
of the Supreme Court in the said case. 

There is now the decision of the Supreme Court precisely on the issu' 
in A. Gasper os. CIT (1991) 192 ITR 382. In that case the appellant sine 
1940 was a monthly tenant in a certain premises, it was a party to ai 
agreement between the landlord and new lessees for leasing out the prernis* 
to the new lessees and permitting them to construct a new building thereon 
The appellant was paid a consideration of a lump sum for transferring hi 
tenancy rights to the new lessees so as to clear the way for the new lessee 
to enter into the monthly lease and put up the construction. The sum receive 
in consideration for surrender of the lease right was entirely brought 
tax as capital gains for the assessment year 1967-68. It was the contentlo 
o t e assessee before the Tribunal that the monthly lease was not acquire 
y t e appellant at any ascertainable cost as no premium was paid ani 
rv,*! assuming the lease to be a capital asset, it was of such a natur 
that its cost of acquisition is not ascertainable. But the Tribunal took fr 
ew that since the appellant had not placed any material regarding thi 
actual cost, the capital gains as computed were taxable without any furthc 
deduction. The assessee raised the question of the taxability of the sur 
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as capital gains in a reference petition before the Tribunal which the Tribunal 
rejected. But the assesseedid not pursue the matter under section 256(2). 
Nor did the appellant urge before the High Court on a reference of o^er 
questions including a question w^ich If widely interpreted might by implication 
carry consideration of die deduction permissible under section 48 of the 
Act. This High Court on the reference held that the appellant’s lease-hold 
right was a capital asset and the amount received wzis assessable tp tax 
as capital gains. Before the Supreme Court the appellant raised the contention 
that the monthly lease was not acquired by the appellant at any ascertainable 
cost and even assuming that it was a capital asset it was of such a nature 
that its actual cost of acquisition could not be ascertained. The Supreme 
Court did not, however, allow the contention to be raised as this could 
not be the issue in the appeal because the very question was raised before 
the Tribunal and was declined to be referred to the High Court by the Tribunal 
and the contention was neither raised nor argued before the High Court. 
However, the Supreme Court observed that in view of the decision of the 
Supreme Court in B.C. Srinivasa Setty’s case (supra) the appellant had 
a good case. The Supreme Court in that connection observed that it may 
be open to the appellant to apply to the Board for relief by way of abstention 

■ from recovering the levy on the said sum and the Board would consider 

I th^ application sympathetically. Thus, it was only for the technical reason 
that.th? assessee’s contention did not succeed but in principle the Supreme 
Court expressed its agreement with the assessee’s contention. In that light 
of the matter the question may now be taken as a closed one. 

I Respectfully following the said decision, we answer question No. 2 in this 
reference in the negative and in favour of the assessee. 

In view of our answer to question No. 2 in favour of the assessee, it is 
not necessary to answer question Nos. 1, 3 and 4. We, therefore, decline 
to answer question Nos. 1, 3 and 4. 

Shyamal Kumar Sen, J. - I agree. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 70 (SC) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. B.P. Jeevan Reddy & 

Hon'ble Justice Mr. G.T. Nanavatl) 

Civil Appeal No. 2298 (NT) of 1977 
Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Bijoy Kumar Almal 

Decided on : 4-4-1995 

COMPUTATION OF INCOME FROM PROPERTY — Aeweeea a 
co-owner in the property — Each co-owner claiming separate statu- 
tory allowance mentioned in section 23(2) — Revenue holding 
statutory allowance to be allowed only once and thereafter Income 
to be distributed amongst the co-owners — Held, each co-owner 
entitled to deduction as claimed. 

income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 23(2). 

FACTS 

The relevant A.Y. Is 1962-63. The respondent was the owner of an 
undivided l/3rd share In a house property during the relevant period. 
He along with his brother another co-sharer was using the house for 
his own residence. In the respondent's assessment the ITO deducted 
the amount specified In sub-section (2) of section 23 from out of the 
annuo/ letting value of the house and then apportioning the balance 
ALV amongst the co-owners. The respondent’s case was that the deduction 
provided for by section 23(2) should be given separately to each co-owner. 
The Calcutta High Court decided In favour of the assesses and the 
revenue filed appeal against the judgment of the High Court. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that in their opinion the language of section 26, 
even without taking Into account the explanation, is clear enough. It provides 
that where property consisting of buildings (or buildings and lands appur- 
tenant thereto) is owned by two or more persons and the respective shares 
are defined and apportlonable, he shall not, In respect of such property, 
be assessed as association of persons and that the share of each person 
In the income from the property as computed in accordance with sections 
22 to 25 shall be included in his total Income. Sections 22 to 25 prescribe 
the manner In which the Income from house property has to be determined. 
The Hon bie Court, therefore, was of the opinion that the respondent was 
justified In claiming that the deduction provided for by section 23(2) be 
allowed to him separately from out of his share in the annual value of the 
house property. Inasmuch as he had a definite and ascertainable share 
therein, indeed this very idea Is made clear beyond any doubt by the 
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explanation appended to section 26 by the amendment Act aforesaid. The 
appeal of the revenue was thus dismissed. 

4 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT us. Shi/am Sunder 122 ITR 541 (Bom.) 

2. Tulsl Das vs. CIT (1983) 63 CTR 324 (Bom.) 

3. CIT us. Shantl Devi Jalan 139 ITR 152 (Cal.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

{B.P. Jeejjan Reddy. J.) 

This appeal is preferred by the Revenue against the Judgment of the Calcutta 
High Court answering the question referred to It in favour of the assesses 
and against the revenue. The question referred under Section 256(1} of 
the Income-tax Act was “(Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances 
of the case, the Tribunal was right in holding that the statutory allowance 
mentioned in Section 23(2} of the Income-tax Act, 1961 should be allowed 
every time separately in computing the income from house property falling 
to the share of each of the co-owners including the assessee?” 

The assessment year relevant herein is 1962-63. The respondent was the 
ownet of an undivided one-third share In a house property during the relevant 
period. He alongwith his brother and other co-sharers was occupying the 
house for his own residence. In the respondent’s assessment, the ITO 

■Vi 

deducted the amount specified in sub-section (2) of Section 23 from out 
of the annual letting value of the house and then apportioned the balance 
A.L.V. among the co-owners. The respondent’s case was that the deduction 
provided for by Section 23(2) should be given separately to each co-owner. 
It is the said dispute which is reflected in the question referred for the opinion 
of the High Court. 

We may state immediately that such a dispute would not really arise after 
from the assessment year 1976-77 and onwards because of the insertion 
of explanation in Section 26. Disputes had arisen before the said explanation 
was inserted by Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975. 

Section 22 provides that the annua! value of property consisting of any 
buildings and lands appurtenant thereto of which the assessee is the owner, 
shall be chargeable to income-tax under the head ‘Income from house 
property’. Section 23 prescribes the manner in which the annual value has 
to be determined. Sub-section (2), which is relevant for our purposes, 
provided that where the property consists of a house In the occupation 
of the owner for the purposes of his own residence, the annual value of 
such house shall first be determined hi the same manner as If the property 
had been let and shall further be reduced by one-half of the amount so 
determined or one thousand and eight hundred Rupees,'whichever is less. 
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Section 26, which Is the other section relevant for our purpose, along with 
Its explanation Inserted with effect from 1-4-1976, reads- thus ; 

“Property owned by co-owners. 

26. Where property consisting of buildings or buildings and lands 
appurtenant thereto Is owned by two or more persons and ihelr respective 
shares are definite and ascertainable, such persons shall not in respect 
of such property be assessed as an association of persons, but the share 
of each such person In the Income from the property as computed in 
accordance with sections 22 to 25 shall be included In his total Income. 

Explanation : For the purposes of this section, in applying the provisions 
of sub-section (2) of Section 23 for computing the share of each such 
person as is referred to In this section, such share shall be computed, 
as if each such person is individually entitled to the relief provided in 
that sub-section.” 

In our opinion, the language of Section 26, even without taking into account 
the explanation, Is clear enough. It provides that where property consisting 
of buildings (or buildings and lands appurtenant thereto) is owned by two 
or more persons and their respective shares are definite and ascertainable, 
they shall not, in respect of such property, be assessed as Association of 
persons, and that the share of each such person in the Income from the 
property as computed in accordance with Sections 22 to 25 shall be included 
in his total Income. Sections 22 to 25 prescribe the manner in which the 
income from house property has to be determined. \Je are, therefore, of 
the opinion that the respondent was justified in claiming that the deduction 
provided for by Section 23(2) be allowed to him separately from out of 
his share in the annual value of the said house property, inasmuch as he 
had a definite and ascertainable share therein. Indeed, this very idea is made 
clear beyond any doubt by the explanation appended to Section 26 by the 
Amendment Act aforesaid. 

it is brought to our notice that apart from the judgment under appeal 
(reported in 106 ITR 743), Delhi and Bombay High Courts have also taken 
a similar view in CIT vs. Shvam Sunder (122 ITR 541) and Tufsl Das 
vs. CIT 1(1983) 63 CTR 324j. The Calcutta High Court Itself appears to 
have followed the judgment under appeal in CIT us. ShantI Devi Jalan 
(139 ITR 152). 

The appeal accordingly fails and is dismissed. No costs. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 73 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. D.P. Wadhwa & 

Hon’ble Justice Dr. M.K. Sharma) 

I.T.C. No. 21 of 1994 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Shri Moti Lai Sharma 

For the Appellant B. Gupta 

For the Respondent C.B. Agganval 

Decided on 22-2-1995 

REFERENCE TO HIGH COURT — Assessee received Rs. 21 lakhs 
from his employer for getting enhanced compensation under Land 
Acquisition Act — Amount taxed by revenue but deleted by 
Tribunal — ITO imposing penalty for default u/s 273(2)(a) — 
Penalty also deleted since the addition in quantum deleted — 
Reference application and quantum rejected — Hon’ble Court 
directing Tribunal to refer the question in quantum assessment 
— Held, the basis on which penalty was deleted was the quantum 
assessment which ordered to be referred, the question of deletion 
of penalty also to be referred. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS 

The assessee filed a return of income of Rs. 1,69,153/- for the A.Y. 
1987-88 which was accepted u/s 143(1). Subsequentli/ the Assessing 
Officer came to learn that the assessee had during the previous i;ear 
ending on 31-3-1987 received a sum amounting to Rs. 21 lakhs from 
his emploi/er for rendering valuable service to them forgetting enhanced 
compensation under the Land Acquisition Act, 1894. Accordingly, 
action u/s 147(a) was taken and the aforesaid amount of Rs. 21 lakhs 
wasadded to the Income of the assessee. During the course of assessment 
proceedings a show cause notice was Issued for levy of penalty u/s 
273(2)(a) and a penalty of Rs. 81,211/- luas Imposed. This penalty was 
upheld by CIT(A) but the same was deleted by the Tribunal since in 
the quantum assessment the Tribunal had held that the amount of Rs. 
21 lakhs was only a gift to the assessee his employer. In the quantum 
assessihent the Tribunal also dismissed the reference application u/s 256 
and the revenue's application u/s 256(2) was pending. The Tribunal also 
refused to refer the matter In regard to penalty. The Hon’ble Court 
In the quantum assessment had directed the Tribunal to refer the matter 
in regard to quantum u/s 256(2). 
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DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the Tribunal was persuaded to cancel the pienaity 
imposed on the ground that the basis of which penalties were tmisbsed had 
been deleted in the quantum assessment. However, since the Hon’hle Court 
had directed to refer the matter in quantum, the question of Imposition 
of penalty was also ordered to be referred. 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Dr. M.K. Sharma, J.) 

In this petition under section 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (hereinafter 
referred to as the Act) the Revenue seeks a direction to the Tribunal to 
refer the following question of law of the opinion of this Court 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the IT AT 
has correct in law in cancelling the penalty -imposed u/s 273 (2) (a) 
of the Income-tax Act, amounting to Rs. 81,211/-”. 

2. The assessee filed a return of income of Rs. 1 ,69,1 53/- for the assessment 
year 1987-88 which was accepted as such by the Income-tax Officer under 
Section 143(1) of the Act. Subsequently the Assessing Officer came to learn 
that the assessee had during the relevant previous year ending on 
31-3-1987 received a sum amounting to Rs. 2 1 ,00 ,000/- from his employers 
for rendering valuable services to them for getting enhanced compensation 
under the Land Acquisition Act, 1894. Accordingly, action under Section 
147(a) was taken and the aforesaid amount of Rs. 21,00,000 was added 
to the incorne of the assessee after conducting and enquiry to that 
effect. 

3. During the course of the aforesaid assessment proceedings the Assessing 
Officer being satisfied about the default of the assessee under Section 
273(2)(a) of the Act Issued show cause notices to the assessee and finally 

a penalty order under Section 273(2)(a) was made Imposing penalty of ' 
Rs. 81,211/-. The assessee being aggrieved filed an appeal against the 
penalty Imposed, before the CIT (Appeals) who upheld the penalty holding 
that the assessee intentionally furnished an estimate of advance tax which 
he knew and had reason to believe to be untrue. That In the quantum 
assessment in the meantime the addition rhade by the Income-tax Officer 
of ain amount of Rs. 21,00,000/- to the income of the assessee came to 
be deleted by the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, on an appeal being filed 
by the assessee, holding the same to be a gift to the assessee by his employers 
against which an application under Section 256(1) was preferred before 
the Tribunal. The said application filed under Section 256(1) of the Act 
having been rejected by the Tribunal the Revenue preferred a petition before 
this court under Section 256(2) of the Act which was registered and 
numbered as ITC No. 1/1994. This court after hearing the learned counsel 
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for the parties has passed an order directing the Income-tax Tribunal to 
refer the question formulated in the said petition under Section 256(2) of 
the Act to dlls court alongwith the statement of the case. 

4. The assessee being aggrieved by the order of the C.I.T. (Appeals) 
upholding the penalty imposed under Section 273(^) of the Act filed an 
appeal before the Income T ax Appellate T ribunal . V’hen the aforesaid matter 
came up forbearing before the IncomeTax Appellate Tribunal, the quantum 
appeal was already decided by the Income Tax Appellate Tribunal as 
aforesaid, and the amount was deleted by the Tribunal in the quantum 
assessment. In view of the aforesaid factual position the Tribunal cancelled 
the penalties Imposed in view of the fact that the basis on which penalties 
were imposed had already been deleted by the Tribunal In the quantum 
assessment and directed the Assessing Officer to refund the amount of 
penalty in case the same had been recovered. The Revenue being aggrieved 
filed a petition under section 256(1) seeking reference on the question of 
law quoted hereinabove before the Tribunal which was dismissed by the 
Tribunal on the ground that the findings recorded by the Tribunal were 
one of fact and no question of law arose. Hence this application. 

5. We find from the order of the Tribunal that It was persuaded to cancel 
the penalties Imposed on the ground that the basis on which the penalties 
were imposed had been deleted by the Tribunal in quantum assessment. 
However, by our Judgment in ITC No. 1/1994 delivered today we have 
directed the Tribunal to refer the question of law arising out of the order 
of the Tribunal for the opinion of this court with a statement of case. In 
view of the facts and circumstances of the case and in view of our Judgment 
and order calling for a reference on the quantum appeal to refer to this 
court a statement of case on the question of law framed therein, we are 
of the opinion that a question of law does arise in this case and accordingly 
we direct the Tribunal to refer to this Court the question formulated in 
paragraph 1 of the petition under Section 256 (2) of the Income-tax Act 
and quoted hereinabove for the decision of this court alongwith the statement 
of the case. The petition is thus disposed of. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 76 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI 
(Before Hon'bie Justice Mr. D.P. Wadhwa & 

Hon’ble Justice Dr. M.K. Sharma) 
rre No. 138 of 1992 & ITC No. 92 of 1992 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Mehta Electrosteel Ltd. 

For the Appellant B. Gupta 

For the Respondent S.K. Aggarwal 

Decided on 8-3-1995 

REFERENCE — Tribunal holding liability of surcharge on electric- 
ity being a statutory liability to be allowable even though disputed 
— Tribunal further holding that in view of provisions of Section 
40A(2) and also on fact the assessee was entitled to the deduction 
for pickling and annealing charges @ Rs. 1250/- as against 
Rs. 2,500/- claimed — Both the revenue and assessee approaching 
Tribunal for reference to High Court — Reference application 
dismissed — Held, no referable question of law arose out of the 
order of Tribunal — Both the petitions dismisse. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 


FACTS 

The brief facts common to both the applications are that the assessee 
company was engaged in the manufacture of steel strips and box strips. 
It also does Job work of annealing and pickling as well as rolling. A 
claim of Rs. 10,94,326/- on account of surcharge In respect of electricity 
consumed was disallowed. On appeal the CIT(A) confirmed the disal- 
lowance and on further appeal by the assessee the Tribunal allowed the 
claim of the assessee holding that the liability in question was statutory 
one and not contractual and that the liability relates to the accounting 
year and arose during the year. 


Further the assessee claimed to haue paid to M/s Haryana Steel Products 
about Rs. 20 lakhs for annealing and pickling. This amount was debited 
under the head salaries and wages. The Assessing Officer found that 
M/s Haryana Steel Products was a proprietary concern of the family 
trust of Shrl M.K. Mehta, a Director of the company and that a trust 

Brand children 

of Shrl M.K. Mehta. The ITO considered payment of Rs. 2,500/- per 
M.T. paid to M/s Haryana Steel Products as excessive and unreasonable 
and accordingly the rate of Rs. 600 per M.T. wasconsidered as reasonable 
rate. On appeal, the CIT(A) allowed the claim of Rs. 1250/- per M T 
which was upheld by the Tribunal. The Tribunal also considered that 
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the provisions of Section 40A{2) were applicable. Both the revenue and 
the assessee filed reference applications which were rejected. Both the 
assesses and revenue have approached the Hon’b/e High Court for a 
direction to the Tribunal to refer the questions. 

DECISION 

As regards the claim of revenue, the Hon'ble court' held that no question 
of law arose, out of the order of the Tribunal and as such dismissed the 
application of the revenue. As regards the reference application of the 
assessee, the Hon’ble Court held that the dispute sought to be raised by 
the assessee in the present case was covered by the ratio of the Apex court 
in the case of Upper India Publishing House Pvt. Ltd. vs. CIT 117 FTR 
569 and the decision of this court in the case of CIT us. Northern India 
Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. reported in 179 ITR 599. The Hon’ble Court thus 
held that no question of law arose and the petition of the assessee was 
also dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT Delhi os. Northern India Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. (1989) Taxation 
95(3) - 383; 179 ITR 599 (Del.) 

2. CIT vs. M/s Mohta Electric Steel Ltd. 

3. Upper India Publishing House P. Ltd. vs. CIT 117 ITR 569 (SQ 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Dr. M.K. Sharma, ).) 

As the two applications filed under Section 256(2) of the Income-tax Act,, 
by the revenue and assessee respectively, arise out of the same assessment 
year, namely, 1983-84 and also from the same facts, we propose to dispose 
of the two applications by the common Judgment and order. 

Both the applications relate to the assessment year 1983-84. 

In the application filed by the Revenue under Section 256(2) of the Income- 
tax Act, the following questions said to be questions of law are sought to 
be referred to this Court for its opinion ;- 

1 . Whether, on the fact and in the circumstances of the case the ITAT 
is right in law in holding that the liability of Rs. 10,94,326/- on 
account of surcharge on the electricity consumed was a statutory 
liability and was an allowable deduction even though it was 
disputed? 

2. Whether, the ITAT had any material to hold that the monthly bills 
which included die disputed charges were presented to the assessee 
in all the earlier months and the entire amount of Rs. 10,94,326 
claimed as a deduction pertained to the accounting year relevant 
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In the assessment year 1983-84 and that the .liability had accrued 
during the year, 

3. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
order of the IT AT that both annealing and pickling was done for 
consignments where the time tables as recorded in challan, was 
less than 50 minutes is legally correct and based on any evidence, 
when in the demonstration run of the machinery, the minimum 
time for these activities was recorded as 50 minutes per MT ? 

4. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
ITAT is right in law in holding that the asscssee was entitled to 
the deduction for pickling and annealing charges @ Rs. 1250/- 
per MT In respect of all the consignments sent to HSP? 

The brief facts common to both the applications are that the assessee 
company was engaged in the manufacture of steel strips and box strips. 
It also does job work of annealing and pickling as well as rolling. A claim 
of Rs. 10,904,326/- of the assessee on account of surcharge in respect 
of electricity consumed was disallowed by the Assessing Officer. On appeal 
of the assessee CIT(A) confirmed the disallowance whereas on a further 
appeal by the assessee the Tribunal allowed the claim of the assessee holding 
that the liability in question was statutory one and not contractual and that 
the liability relates to the a«e«unt year and arose during the year. 

On the other hand, the assessee claimed to have paid to M/s. Haryana 
Steel Products about Rs. 20/- lakhs for annealing and pickling. This account 
was debited under the Head Salaries and Wages. The Assessing Officer 
found that Haryana Steel Products was a proprietary concern of a family 
trust of Shrl M.K. Mohta, a Director of the Company and that the trust 
has been created for the benefit of wife, children and grand children of 
Shrl M.K. Mohta. The Assessing Officer considered the payment of 
Rs. 2,500/- per mt paid to M/s Haryana Steel products as excessive and 
unreasonable and accordingly, the rate of Rs.600/- as reasonable rate. The 
assessee being aggrieved, appealed to CIT(A) who after consideration of 
the parties of the assessee found that Rs. 2,500/- as excessive and held 
Rs. 1.250/- per mt as reasonable. Against the aforesaid findings of the 
C1T(A) both the assessee and the revenue came on appeal before the 
Tribunal. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case the Tribunal 
upheld Rs. 1,250/- per m.t. as reasonable. The Tribunal also considered 
as to whether the provisions of Section 40-A(2) are attracted in this case 
or not and on consideration of the same came to a finding that the 
consideration of the same came to a finding that the payment was made 
to a trust called Krishna Mohta Kosh. The settler of the trust was foud >o 
be Yagya Bhu and the beneficiaries included children of the settler and the 
wife, grand children of Mr. M.K. Mohta and their spouses and Shri K.K. 
Mohta was found to be one of the Directors of the Company and accordingly, 



i,.r9l Cii VS. M/s Mehta uectrosteel Ltd. (Del.) 79 

the Tribunal held tiiat as the payment to Haryana Steel Products was (ouivd 
to be the trustees where the beneficiaries are relations of the Director, the 
provisions of Section 40A{2) were applicable. 

The Revenue being aggrieved by the order of the Tribunal in ITA No. 1067/ 
Del of 1988, filed an application before the Tribunal under Section 256(1) 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 for referring the aforesaid four questions arising 
out of the assessment year 1983-84 for the opinion of this Court, which 
after due consideration by the Tribunal was rejected holding the aforesaid 
questions as questions of fact. Accordingly, this application has been 
preferred by the revenue. , 

We have heard the teamed counsel for the Revenue as also the learned 
counsel for the assessee. 

It is contended by the learned counsel for the revenue that all the four 
questions sought to be raised in this application arc questions of law and 
that Tribunal was wrong in coming to the contrary conclusion. We have 
been taken through the contents of the questions No. 1 and 2 and on perusal 
of the same, we find that the finding recorded by the Tribunal to the effect 
that electric surcharge is a statutory liability is by now a settled issue. 

The learned counsel appearing for the Revenue also could not dispute about 
the correctness of the aforesaid findings. In that view of the matter, In our 
opinion , the answer to the said question would be mere academic and 
self evident and no useful purpose would be served by calling a reference 
on those questions which arc also based on findings of fact. 

We, therefore, decline to call for reference on the aforesaid two questions. 

With regard to the other two questions, namely, in questions No.3 & 4, 
in our opinfon, are covered by decisions of this Court in the case of 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Delhi III vs. Northern India Iron and Steel 
Co. Ltd. reported in ITR 179 page 599 and also in ITC No. 139/92, 
Commissioner of Income-tax vs. M/s. Mohta Electric Steel Ltd., decided 
on 28lh September, 1994 and in ITCNo. 86/93, Commissioner of Income- 
tax vs. M/s Mohta Electro Steel Ltd., decided on 13th December, 1994. 

Accordingly, therefore, in our opinion, no question of law arises out of 
questions No.3 and 4 also and therefore, we decline to call for reference 
on the aforesaid two questions as well. 

In the result, the application filed by the Revenue stands dismissed. 

Now coming to the application filed by the assessee under Section 256(2) 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 In respect of the assessment year 1983-84 
the assessee seeks to refer for the opinion of this Court, seven following 
questions as questions of taw. 

While issuing notice by this Court on 6th August, 1992 on the aforesaid 
application filed by the assessee questions No. 2 to 7 were held to be 
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questions of fact and notice was issud by this Court to the respcmdents 
restricted only to question No.l. Therefore, in the present application, 
we have only to consider as to whether the question. No.l as set out in 
the application filed by the assessec, is a question of law and whether the 
said question is fit to be referred to this Court for its opinion. We set out 
the said question hereunder : 

1. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the 
Tribunal erred in law in holding that provisions of section 40A(2) 
were attracted? 

We have heard the learned counsel for the assessee as also the learned 
counsel for the Revenue. 

It Is contended by the learned counsel for the assessee that the question 
of law sought to be raised is a question to law and the Tribunal was wrong 
is not referring the same to his Court for its opinion. The learned counsel 
appearing for the Revenue during the course of his arguments relied upon 
the decision of Apex Court in the case of Upper India Publishing House 
P. Ltd. vs. Commissioner of Income-tax, Lucknow reported in ITR 117 
page 569 and also decision of this Court in Commissioner of Income-tax, 
Delhi III US- Northern India Iron and Steel Co. Ltd. reported in ITR 
179 page 599. The dispute sought to be raised by the assessee in the present 
petition appears to be covered by the ratio of the aforesaid two decisions, i 

We are of the opinion that no question of law arises out of question No. 1 i 

and therefore, the Tribunal was right in coming to the conclusion that no j 
question of law has arisen therefrom. Under the aforesaid circumstances, the ' 

application filed by the assessee also stands dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 80 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. D.P. Wadhwa & 

Hon ble Justice Dr. M.K. Sharma) 

I.T.C. No. 29 of 1994 

Director of Income-tax (Exemptions), New Delhi 


vs. 

M/s Goyal Charitable Trust 

For the Appellant ; r.C. Pandey 

For the Respondent ; M.S. Syall 

^ccidsd Of) , 13 “ 3 “ 199 S 


TO HIGH COURT - Assess., trust getting enhance^ 

interest withdrawn b^fumishl'n^^ - Enhanced compensation an 
of appeal - Revenue *“bject to decisioi 

enue taxing the same — Tribunal deleting th 
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19^^ 1^ (Ex^ptions) VS: M/s iOdyal Otarltable Trust {[3el.) SI 

amoisttt of bitevcst and cmniMnildloa — Reventaa filing referenca 
apidicatlon — Reference application rejected — Revenue fillip 
aiMpfidation before the High Court for direction to refer the case 
— Held, the iseue already covered by the judgment of apex court 
— Reference If Urdered oidy Mademic in nature — Petition dtsmissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — S^tion ^6(2^. 

FACTS 

The assessee Is a trust which came Into existence under a trust deed 
dated l-9'l 973. Shrl Om Prakash Gael and Shrt Harl Shankar Gael who 
were brothers owned certain lands which were acquired by the Gout, 
of Madhya Pradesh and compensation was awarded by Land Acquisition 
Collector. Since the compensation was considered inadequate, appeals 
were filed and the Additional Judge enhanced the compensation. The 
Gout, filed appeal before the High Court which was pending. In the 
preulous year relevant to A.Y. 1983-84, the assessee received by way 
of Interest as compensation and the said arhount was shown as a liability 
In the balance sheet. Similarly, for A.Y. 1984-85, a sum of Rs. 38,913 
was withdrawn by way of Interest and was shown as a liability. The 
revenue taxed this amount of interest but the Tribunal deleted the same. 
Being aggrieved, the revenue sought reference which was dismissed. The 
present application has been filed by revenue for a direction to the Court 
to refer the question If the amount of interest and compensation was 
taxable. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that on consideration of the record It was found' 
that the trust was allowed to withdraw the enhanced compensation deposited 
in court by furnishing a bank guarantee for the amount of compensation 
as also for the future Interest which is a subject matter in the present case. 
In view of the aforesaid facts no right to receive future interest as also 
enhanced compensation by the assessee which is still unsettled arose to 
the assessee. Further this issue had already been decided by the Apex court 
in the case of CIT vs. Hindustan Housing Land Development Trust Ltd. 
161 ITR 524 suad a decision of this court in Harlsh Chandra and Others 
us. CIT 154 ITR 457. The question sought to be referred was thus merely 
academic. The petition of the revenue was dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT i>s. Hindustan Housing land Development Trust Ltd. (1986) 
Taxation 82(2)-80; 161 ITR 524 (SQ 

2. Harlsh ChatJdra& Others us. CIT (1988) Taxation 76(l)-27 (Del.) ;154 

ITR 467 (Del.), - , . , 

Full-text of Hie judgment is given out next, fw^e f-'' 
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(Dr. M.K. Sharma, J.) 

This reference application under Section 256(2) of the Inccmi«-tak Act ha$ 
been filed by the revenue praying for a direction requiring the Tribunal to 
draw up a statement of the case and refer the following question said to 
be a question of law arising out of the combined order of die Tribwial in 
ITA No. 1874 and 2898/1987 relevant to the assessment years 
1983-84 and 1984-85 


“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of die case, the Hon’ble 
ITAT was justified in dismissing die departmental appeal and holding 
that the Interest accrued on compensation could be assessable only after 
the enhanced compensation had been finally determined with the 
interest earned by the assessee during the year under consideration had 
nothing to do with the compensatlon/erihanced compensation?" 


Briefly stated, die facts of the case are that the assessee is a Trust which 
came into existence under a deed of trust dated 1-9-1973. Shri Om Prakash 
Goel and Shri Hari Shankar Goel who were brothers owned certain lands 
which were acquired by the Government of Madhya Pradesh under the Land 
Acquisition Act and compensation was awarded by the Land Acquisition 
Collector. The compensation was considered to be Inadequate by the owners 
of the land and accordingly a reference being sought for was made to 
the First Additional Judge, Gwalior for the enhancement of the compen- 
sation. The Additional Judge enhanced the compensation against which 
an appeal was filed by the State Government before the High Court of 
Madhya Pradesh. In the said appeal, it appears that there was a difference 
of opinion between the two learned Judges hearing the appeal regarding 
the fixation of the quantum of compensation and the matter was referred 
to a third Judge for final decision. 


The asscsMc Trust was made a party to the proceedings before the High 
Court in the appeal and the trust was altewed to withdraw the enhanced 
compensation deposited In the court by furnishing a bank guarantee for 
me amount of compensation and future Interest. In the previous year relevant 
of 1983-84, the assessee trust received an amount 

amounts of interest on the compensation and the said 

fo^ me »hect. Similarly 

£ TiZT 1984-85 a sum of Rs. 38,913/- was withdraw?! 

none of th^ afo««M Although 

aSssment t S ^ ‘he respective 

orders of assessm^h Income-tax Officer while passing the 


! asse««eair...* W uiywinti oi me uaeMsewas income 

• The . the same to tax in the respective assessment 

Commissioner of Income-^f^^rT^ th^by filed art appeal before Ihe 

* fax (Appeals), who after considering the 
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submissions made by ^ respective parties held .that the iiiter^t on die 
compensation amount could not be brought to tax and according^ ddleted 
the. addition made by the Income-tax Officer. App^ hai^ng b^ flloid 
therefrom by the Revenue the Inconw-tax Appellate Tribunal upheld the 
decision and die view taken by the DIT (Appeals). Thereafter an application 
under Section 256(i) of the Income-tax Act having been filed by the revenue 
for requiring the Tribunal to draw up a stateipent of case and refer the 
aforesaid question to this court for its opinion the Tribunal dismissed the 
said application holding that no referable question of law arose out of the 
order of the Tribunal. 

We have heard the learned counsel for the Revenue as also for the assessee. 
Our attention has been drawn to a decision of the Apex Court in the case 
of Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal It vs. Hindustan Housing 
Land Development Trust Limited reported in 161 ITR 524 and a decision 
of this court in Harlsh Chandra and Others vs. Commissioner of Income- 
tax reported in 154 ITR 457. On perusal of the orders passed by the learned 
Tribunal we find that the learned Tribunal came to the conclusion that no 
referable question of law arose out of the order of the learned Tribunal 
in view of the fact that the answer to the aforesaid question has alrejuly 
been finally concluded by the decision of the Apex Court (supra) which only 
was applied by the Tribunal in deciding the appeal. 

The learned counsel for the revenue submitted before us that what has been 
held on the aforesaid two decisions of the Apex Court and diis court Is 
with r^ard to compensation for acquisition and not the interest. Accoidlng 
to him as there is no conclusive decision of any court with regard to the 
question of interest earned by the assessee during the year under consid- 
eration the question of law does arise out of the question sought to be 
referred. 

We have given our anxious consideration to the submissions made by tfie 
counsel for the parties. On consideration of the record we find that the 
assessee trust was allowed to withdraw the enhanced compensation deported 
in court by furnishing bank guarantee for the amount of compensation 
as also for the future Interest which is the subject matter in the present 
case. In view of the aforesaid fact, we are of the opinion that the right 
to receive the future interest as also the enhanced compensation by tfte 
assessee Is still unsettled inasmuch as the assessee has been directed to 
withdraw the future Interest also alongwith the enhanced compensatkm on 
furnishing security for restitution. Accordingly, the withdrawal of the Interest 
portion by the assessee as contingent Inasmuch as there is a possibility 
of the said amount to be returned by the assessee in the event of the 
acceptance of the appeal of the Government. 

It is thus apparent duit the prlncit^ laid down by the Apex Court and 
by tills Court (supra) are also apfriicabte to tiie facts and circumstances of 
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the present case. In view of the same the answer to the proposed question 
appears to be academic and self-evident and no useful purpose would be 
served, in our opinion, In calling for a reference on the aforesaid question. 
Accordingly, this petition has no nncrlt and is dismissed. No costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 84 (Gau.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GAUHATl 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. Manisana & 
Hon’ble Justice Smt. M. Sarma) 

IT Reference No. 17 of 1990 

Lalsingh Estate (P) Ltd. 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 


For the Appellant 
For the Respondent 
Decided on 


D.N. Choudhury and V.K. Bhatra 
D.K. Talukdar and B.J. Talukdar 

19-11-1993 

M A MEMBER OF THE HUF TRANSFERRING CERTAIN LAND TO 
COMPANY IN LIEU OF SHARES ALLOTTED TO DIFFERENT 
MEMBERS AND PARTLY FOR CASH — After death of M widow 
challenging the deed on the ground that M not capable of trans- 
ferring the property — Assessee contpany passing a resolution 
transferring possession of land to four members of the family as 
tenants-in-common and relegating existing tenants^o position of 
sub-tenants by surviving members — Subsequently assessee 
company executing a lease deed in favour of HUF relinquishing 
Its entire right, title and interest in the property — Revenue 
assessing income of property in the hands of the assessee company 
- Held, property transferred by ‘M’ for valuable consideration 

c 1 1“ M ~ member of the HUF could not invalidate 

sale by M -- Release deed executed by company did not have any 
consideration - Income from property assessable In the hands 
oi the assessee company. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 22. 

FACTS 

was the offidauit on 11-4-1959 declaring that he 

private limited ri ‘Consisting of five members who had formed a 
Nos 201 and periodic pcrttbfbeaWng 

Tnsfer!edtotL!f. Ms mmk would bf 
for the use and ^^®'"tercstb/them€h1bcrs 

hnd was for the use and ^ ^ ® ^^ole JolhV family; and that the 

y was registered on 23-6-1959 with an authorised capital of 
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Rs. 2 lakhs and the shareholders as on 30-6-1959 were flue members. 
They were M. Lai Singh, Smt. Amrif Kaur, Smt. Ikbql Kaur, Smt. 
Gurbachan Kaur and Shri T.N, Singh. Jn other words, the assesses 
company was formed by the members of joint family/ as was declared 
In the affldauft. It appears that, on 2-3-1962, M. Lai Singh transferred 
the land with structures standing thereon to the assesses company for 
a consideration of Rs. 1,10,000/- of which Rs. 5,000/- was paid in cash 
to M. Lai Singh and balance of Rs. 1,05,000/- was to be paid in the 
form of shares which were to be allocated at the direction of Shri M. 
Lai Singh. Accordingly, the shares were allocated as under: M. Lai Singh 
750 shares valued at Rs. 75,000/-, Smt. Amrit Kaur 250 shares valued 
at Rs, 25,000 and Smt. Gurbachan Kaur 50 shares valued at 
Rs. 5,000/-. M. Lai Singh died on 19-1-1961. Before his death, he was 
assessed as an individual. On 25-12-1963, Smt. Amrit Kaur, widow of 
Lai Singh, after the death of her husband- challenged the sale deed 
executed on 2-3-1960 by M. Lai Singh as Invalid on the ground that 
the property mentioned In the deed belonged to the HUF. On 
25-10-1963, the assessee company passed a resolution to transfer the 
possession of the said land to the 4 surviving members of the joint family, 
namely Smt. Amrit Kaur (widow), Smt. IkbalKaur, Smt. Gurbachan Kaur 
apd Shri T.N. Singh, by treating them as tenants under the assessee 
company on nominal rental of Rs. 4,000/- per annum and relegating 
the existing tenants occupying the same property to the position of 
sub-tenants under the aforesaid members of the Joint family who could 
realise the rent from the sub-tenants. In terms of various resolutions 
adopted by the assessee company, Smt. Amrit Kaur on behalf of the 
assessee company executed a deed of release on 3-10-1966 in favour 
of the HUF. The A. Vs. are of 1 962-63 to 1 969- 70. The Assessing Officer 
held that M.L. Singh was the absolute owner of the land and it was 
validly transferred by him to the assessee company and, therefore, the 
land and building standing thereon belonged to the assessee company 
despite the so-called release deed. The AAC, on appeal, confirmed the 
orders of all A.Ys. The Tribunal also observed that M.L. Singh was the 
absolute owner of the land and building, not the HUF; that the transfer 
of property made by M.L. Singh to the assessee company could not be 
challenged; that there was no evidence that the joint family did not at 
all exist; that joint family had no locus standi to question the transfer, 
and that the release deed was without any lawful authority as the joint 
family did not own the property. TheYeafter, the Tribunal held that the 
release deed was neither based on facts nor on taw and, therefore. It 
was merely a vehicle of tax evasion and Instrument to circumvent tax 
obligations. The question which arose for consideration was whether 
the deed of release in question was not lawful in the sense that it was 
used for tax evasion or to circumvent tax obligations. 



86 


TAXATION -REPORTS IVoli IM 

OECiSION 


Considering the terms of reference we proceed with the case assuming ttiat 
M L Singh was the karta of HUF. He had not stated In the affidavit that 
the land and building standing thereon were joint family properties. In the 
plaint of Title Suit No. 84 of 1950 filed by M.L. Singh, he stated that he 
was the owner of the land under Dag No. 1342 ot periodic patta No. 201, 
Since the land and the structures standing thereon were in the name of 
M.L. Singh, it shall be presumed that they were Indiwidual properties of 
M.L. Singh. It is true that from the juristic point of view a company registered 
under the Indian Companies Act and the HUF arc separate legal personalities 
or entities, that is to say, a company is entirely distinct from HUF. In the 
present case, the shareholders of the assessee company And the members 
of the HUF wcre/arc the same persons. During the lifetime of M.L. Singh, 
the profits or benefits from the properties were enjoyed by the company 
of the five members of the joint family as shareholders of the assessee 
company, for more than 2 years by making additional constructions and 
also alteration of the then existing building. But on the objection of Smt. 
Amrlt Kaur that the properties in question were the Joint family properties 
and the sale was invalid, the assessee company took decision to transfer 
the possession of the properties by treating the surviving members of the 
HUF as tenants under the assessee company. If the surviving members of 
the HUF were treated as tenants under the assessee company in respect 
of properties in question, how any of the members of the HUF could assert 
title against the assessee company. That apart, if the sale of the properties 
by M.L. Singh to the assessee company was nullified by the assessee 
company at the instance of Amrit Kaur, M.L. Singh or his heirs are to 
pay back the money received by M.L. Singh, as the price of the properties, 
to the assessee company. There is no material to show such re-payment 
to the assessee company. Therefore, the decision of the assessee company 
to transfer the possession of the properties was for the purpose of securing 
some other advantage, say, evasion of tax. It is settled that law does not 


permit a person to approbate and reprobate. No part can accept and reject 
the same instrument, that is to say, a person cannot say at one time that 
a transaction is valid and thereby obtain some advantage to which he could 
only be entitled on the footing that it is valid, and then turn round and 
My it is void for the purpose of securing some other advantage (as held 
n thecaseofR.N. Gosain vs. YashpalDhIr AIR 1993 SC 352). Proceeding 
urther, there is no bar to conveying or transferring the land to HUF by 
company in the circumstances of the case. The question which, 
hu consideration is whether the deed of release executed 

operc.ie as conveyance. In view of the decision 

AI R 1966 sc 337) it Mo™ that a deed of release or Instnimeril styled 
e , in a given case, may operate as a conveyance 11 It clearly 
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dtsck>8«» m intenlfcm to effoct a transfer for vaiuaUe consideration. 
Therefore, the deed of release in questton should be for valuable consid- 
eration In order that It may operate as a conveyance. The release deed 
does not findicade the considcaration amount. It does not mention how 
R$. 1,10,000/- was repaid by the HUF to the assessee company. Qause 
(2) of the deed Indicates only the mutual agreement and settkment of claim 
of the HUF for the alleged unlawful use and occupation by the assessee 
company. Clause (3) of the deed Indicates the mutual agreement and set- 
tlement of claim to mutual satisfaction of the parties in respect of the alleged 
nlawful use and occupation. Therefore, the deted of release does not show 
consideration. For these reasons, the deed of release does not operate as 
transfer or conveyance. On die facts and in the circumstances of die case, 

I he deed of release was not lawful for the purpose of taxing statute. In 
Lhat of the matter, the question referred to is answered in the affirmative 

i.e. in favour of the revenue. 

Caeee referred to : 

1. CIT us. B.M. KharwQr (1969) 72 ITR 603 (SC) 

2. CIT vs. Sri Meenakshi Mills Ltd. (1967) 63 ITR 609 (SC) 

3. R.N. Cosafn os. Yashpal Dhir AIR 1993 SC 352 

4. Tfiayy?/ Mamma as. Kattiath Ramunni AIR 1966 SC 337 

5. Kuppuswami Chettlar os. A.S.P.A. Arumugam ChetUar AIR 1967 
SC 1395 

6. Juggllal Kamalapat os. CIT (1969) 73 ITR 702 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Manlsana, J.) 

In this reference under section 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the 
Act’) the following question has been referred to us by the Tribunal : 

“Whether, on the facts zuid in the circumstances of the case, on the 
basis of die material and documents produced, the Tribunal was Justifed 
in law in holding that the registered deed of release dated 3-10-1966 
was not a lawful document and that the Income from the properties 
was assess^iie in the hands of the assessee-company and not in the 
hands of the Hindu undivided family.” 

Sri M. Lai Singh made an affidavit on 11-4-1959 declaring that he was 
the Karta of HUF consisting of five members who had formed a private 
limited company (which we shall refer to as the ‘assesseecompany’); that 
the land under two periodic pattas bearing Nos. 201 and 1398 of Guwahatl 
town Issued in his name would be transferred to the assessee-comiJt^Tiy to 
secure the interest of the members for the use and maintenance of the 
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whole Joint family; and that the land was for the use and maintenance of 
the Joint family. The assessee-company was registered on 23-6-1959 with 
an authorised capital of Rs 2 lakhs and the shareholders as on 30-6-1959 
were five members. They were M. U1 Singh, Smt. Amrlt Kaur. Ikbal Kaur, 
Smt. Gurbachan Kaur and Sri T.N. Singh. In other words, the assessee- 
company was formed by the members of joint family as was declared in 
the affidavit. It appears that, on 2-3-1960, M. Lai Singh transferred the 
land and structures standing thereon to the assessee-company for a 
consideration of Rs. 1,10,000, of which Rs. 5,000 was paid in cash to 
M.Lal Singh and balance of Rs. 1,05,000 was to be paid in the form of 
shares which were to be allocated at the direction of Sri. M. Lai Singh. 
Accordingly, the shares were allocated as under M.Lal Singh 750 shares 
valued at Rs. 75,000; Smt. Amrit Kaur 250 shares valued at Rs. 25,000; 
and Smt. Gurbachan Kaur 50 shares valued at Rs. 5,000. M Lai Singh 
died on 19-1-1961. Before his death, he was assessed' as an individual. 
On 25-12-1963, Smt. Amrit Kaur, widow of Lai Singh, after the death 
of her husband chalfengcd the sale deed executed on 2-3-1960 by M.Lal 
Singh as invalid on the ground that the property mentioned in the deed 
belonged to the HUF. On 25-10-1963, the assessee-company passed a 
resolution to transfer the possession of the said land to the 4 (four) surviving 
members of the joint family namely Smt. Amrit Kaur (widow), Smt. ikbal 
Kaur, Smt. Gurbachan Kaur and Sri T.N. Singh, by treating them as tenants 
under the assessee-company on nominal rental of Rs. 4,000 per annum 
and relegating the existing tenants occupying the same property to the 
position of sub-tenants under the aforesaid members of the joint family who 
could realise the rent from the sub-tenants. In terms of various resolutions 
adopted by the assessee-company, Smt. Amrit Kaur on behalf of the 
assessee-company executed a deed of release on 3-10-1966 in favour of 
*he HUF. The terms of the deed of release are in the following words : 

1. ‘'...That the company having admitted and accepted the claim of the 

joint family in its general meeting held on 24-3-1964 to the effect 
that the transfer made in its favour by Late M. Lai Singh on 
2-3-1960 in respect of the properties described in the schedule 
below was illegal and void and the right, title and interest of the 
joint family in the said property has subsisted therein all along 
without any interruption, it (the company) had delivered possession 
of the said scheduled properties to the joint family on 1-4-1964. 

2. That pursuant to the aforesaid mutual agreement the claim of the 
joining family for compensation for unlawful use and occupation 
of the said properties by the company and trom 2-8-1959 to 

settled by adjustment against the cost 
ricurred by the company in making the cohstructlons/additlon/’ 
^ building- described ‘Lai Singh Mansion’ In the 

^ e u e below and the difference therein having been duly settled 
to the mutual satisfaction of the parties. 
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3^. That tn com^eration of the mutuai agreemantand settlemoit of 
claim to 'mutual satisfactimi of the parties to these presents as set 
forth above, die abovenaroed company. The Lalsingh Estate (P.) 
Ltd. of Gauhati do hereby release and relbfiquishes whatever right, 
title and interest it had in the property described in the schedule 
below and also hereby affirms and declares that the said company 
shall not have any claim, right, title and interest in the said property 
and in case any claim of any kind at any time made by the company 
or its heirs/successors/assignees, the same shall be treated as void 
and would be liable to be annulled on the strength of their deed.” 

The assessment years are of 1962-63 to 1969-70. The Assessing Officer 
(ITO) held that M.L. Singh was the absolute owner of the land and it was 
validly transferred by him to the assessee-company and, therefore, the land 
and building standing thereon belonged to the assessee-company despite 
the so-called release deed. The AAC, on appeals, confirmed the orders of 
all assessment years. There were appeals by the assessee-company before 
the Tribunal. The Tribunal observed that M.L. Singh was the absolute owner 
of the land and building in, not the HUF; that the transfer of property made 
by M.L. Singh to the assessee-company could not be challenged; that there 
was no evidence that the joint family did not all exist; that joint family had 
no locus standi to question the transfer; and that the release deed was 
without any lawful authority as the joint family did not own the property. 
Thereafter, the Tribunal held that the release deed was neither based on 
fact nor on law and, therefore, it was merely a vehicle of tax evasion and 
instrument to circumvent tax obligations. 

The question which arises for consideration is whether the deed of release 
in question was not lawful in the sense that it was used for tax evasion 
or to circumvent tax obligations. 

in C/r us. B.M. Kharwar (1969) 72 fTR 603, the Supreme Court has held 
that the taxing authority is entitled and is indeed bound to determine the 
true legal relation resulting from a .transaction. If the parties have chosen 
to conceal by a device the legal relation, it is open to the taxing authorities 
to unravel the device and to determine the true character of the relationship. 
But the legal effect of a transaction cannot be displaced by probing into 
the ‘substance of the transaction’. In CIT us. Meenakshi Mills Ltd. (1967) 
63 ITR 609, the Supreme Court has held that the Court has power to 
disregard the corporate entity if it is used for tax evasion or to circumvent 
tax obligation. In Juggllal Kamalapat vs. CIT (1969) 73 ITR 702, the 
Supreme Court reiterated that the Court had power to disregard the 
corporate entity if it was used for tax evasion or to circumvent tax obligations 
or to perpetrate fraud, and that the income-tax authorities were entitled 
to pierce the veil of corporate personality and look at the reality of the 
transaction. 
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Thi! ratio of the decisions of the Supreme Court In the above cHed eases 
. the Court or the Income-tax authority, has the power to lift the 
veil and examlne’the nature of transaction If It is used for tax evasion or 
to circumvent tax obligations and the court has power to reject such a 
transaction for the purpose of taxli^ statutes. 

Coming to the case on hand, considering the terms of reference we proceed 
with the case assuming that M.L. Singh was the karta of HUF. The transfer 
of the properties by M.L. Singh to the assessee-company was for 
consideration of Rs. 1,10,000. The price of the properties was paid to 
M.L. Singh partly In cash and partly In the form of shares, as already.stated. 
The affidavit Indicates that pattas of the land were In the name of M.L. 
Singh, not In the name of HUF. He had not stated In the affida^dt that 
the latxl and building standing thereon were joint family properties. In the 
plaint of Title Suit No. 84 of 1950 filed by M.L. Singh, he stated that he 
was the owner of the land under Dag No. 1342 of periodic patta No. 201, 
Since the land and the structures standing thereon were In the name of 
M L. Singh, It shall be presumed that they were Individual properties of 
M.L. Singh. It Is true that from the juristic point of view a company registered 
under the Indian Companies Act and the HUF are separate legal personalities 
or entities, that is to say, a company Is entirely distinct from HUF, In the 
present case, the shareholders of the assessee-company and the members 
of the HUF were/arc the same persons. During the lifetime of M.L. Singh, 
the profits or benefits from the properties were enjoyed by the company 
or the five members of the Joint family as shareholders of the assessee- 
company, for more than 2 years by making additional constructions and 
also alteration of the then existing building. But on the objection of Smt. 
y^mrit Kaur that the properties in question were the joint family properties 
and the sale was invalid, the assessee-company took decision to transfer 
the possession of the properties by treating the surviving members of the 
HUF as tenants under the assessee-company. If the surviving members of 
the HUF were treated as tenants under the assessee-company In respect 
of properties in question, how any of the members of the HUF could assert 
title against the assessee-company. That apart. If the sale of the properties 
by M.L. Singh to the assessee-company was nullified by the assessee- 
company at the instance of Amrit Kaur, M.L. Singh or his heirs are to 
pay back the money received by M.L. Singh, as the price of the properties, 
to the assessee-company. There Is no material to show such re-payment 
to the assessee-company. Therefore, the decision of the assessee-company 
to transfer the possession of the properties was for the purpose of securing 
some other advantage, say, evasion of tax. It is settled that law does not 
I^rmlt a person to approbate and reprobate. No party can accept and reject 
t e same Instrument, that is to say, a person cannot say at one time that 
a ranraction is valid and thereby obtain some advantage, to which he could 
only be entitled on the fooling that it is valid, and then turn round and 
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say It is void lor the p6ttx>ie crf aecurtaB tohie other e^ant^e {see R.N. 
3osain us. Yashpaf Dfiir AM 1993 SC3S2). This being the situation, any 
>f die members of the HUF eotdd not Invalidate die sale of the properties 
yy M.L. Singh. 

Proceeding further, there is no bar to conveying or transferring the land 
:o HUF by the assessee<om|:»ny ta die eircumstances of the case. The 
uestion which, therefore, arises for consideration Is whether the deed of 
release executed by Smt. Amrit Kaur wtQ operate as conveyance. In Thayyll 
Wdmmo us. Kotttath Ramunnt AIR 1966 SC 337, the Supreme Court 
las held that a registered instrument styled as release deed releasing the 
ight, title and Interest of the executant in any property in favour of the 
release for valuable consideration, may operate as a conveyance, if it clearly 
discloses an Intention to effect a transfer, in Kuppusuami Chettlar vs. 
S.P.A. Arumugam Chettlar AIR 1967 SC 1395, the Supreme Court has 
leld that a release can be usefully employed as form of conveyance by person 
laving some right or interest, to another having a limited estate and release 
hen operates as enlargement of limited estate-, and a deed called a deed 
af release also can, by using words of sufficient amplitude, transfer title 
to one having no title before transfer. 

In view of the above decisions of the Supreme Court, It follows that a deed 
af release or instrument styled as release deed, in a given case, may operate 
as a conveyance if It clearly discloses an intention to effect a transfer for 
^luable consideration. Therefore, the deed of release in question should 
tie for valuable consideration in order that it may operate as a conveyance, 
lie release deed does not indicate the consideration amount, it does not 
nnention how Rs. 1,10, 000 was repaid by the HUF to the assessee-company. 
Clause (2) of the deed Indicates only the mutual agreement and settlement 
of claim of the HUF for the alleged unlawful use and occupation. Therefore, 
the deed of release does not show consideration. For these reasons, the 
deed of release does not operate as transfer or conveyance. 

On the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the deed of release was 
not lawful for the purpose of taxing statute. In that view of the matter, 
the question referred to is answered in the affirmative, that is in favour 
of the revenue. 
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(1995) 126 Taxatton 92 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DEtHl 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. D.P. Wadhwa & 

Hon’bie Justice Mr. D.K, Jain) 

IT Reference No. 8 of 1983 
Ram Chander Aggarwal 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant Anoop Sharitia, R.K. Raghavan and 

Deepak Chopra 

For the Respondent Rajendra and D.N. Malhotra 

Decided on : 18-7-1994 , 


CAPITAL GAINS — • Partner contributing plot of land as his 
contribution of capital in partnership firm — Revenue treating 
the same as transfer liable to capital gains — Held, contribution 
of plot of land by partner a transfer — Transfer not chargeable 
to capital gains. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 2(47) & 45. 

FACTS & DECISION 


During the course of assessment proceedings for the A.Y. 1974-75 the 
ITO noticed that in his return of income the assessee had claimed that 
the surplus generated on account of contribution of his land to the firm 
Nirmal Construction & Finance Company as its partner, was not taxable 
in his hands as no transfer or sale of the land had taken place. The ITO 
traced out the history of various transactions involving the land and came 
to the conclusion that the assessee had created a legal facade by 
reconstituting the safd firm in admitting his second son as partner and 
showing as contribution by the partners three plots of land as capital at 
highly inflated price with the clear intention to evade huge tax liability 
resulting from the said land transactions. He treated the difference between 
he purchase price and the enhanced value at which the land was transferred 

business profit from an adventure in the 
nature of trade In the alternative, he also held that it was a dear case 

o Ihri.,'... ,h ““““ of section 2(47) 

can , 

the Trihiinat K f fk ^ ^ssessce carried the matter further in appeal to 
onlu It seems, kept quiet. The Tribunal dealt with 

amLtwIo a” 

fn capltal-aalns chaVirbleirtax 

tadlJrowr oUhl '‘3’'* 'n •'“Wins ‘hat the 

to tha 't™ hy the assessee did amoiml 

transfer bu, no capital gains chargeable to lax accrued to the assess^ 
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- Caseta referred to : 

1. Sunf/ Slddharthbhai vs. CIT (1985) Taxation 79 (3) 187 (50; (1985) 
156 ITR 509 (SC) 

2. G. VenkatQsmmt Naidu & Co. vs. CIT (1959) 35 (TR 594 (SC) 

3. Khan Bahadur Ahmed Alladln & Sons vs. ClT (1968) 68 ITR 573 
(SQ 

4. CIT vs. Hind Construction Ltd. (1972) 83 ITR 211 (SC) 

5. CIT us. Kartlkeif vs. Sarabhal (1981) Taxation 63(1) 4 (Guj.); (1981) 
131 ITR 42 (GuJ.) 

6. Ved Parkash Aggarwaf us. CIT (1989) Taxation 95 (3) 209 (P&H); 
(1989) 179 ITR 378 (P&H) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

{D.K. Jain. J.) 

The following question has been referred to this Court for opinion, at the 
Instance of the assessee, under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(‘the Act*) : 

"Whether the Tribunal was right in law in holding that the transfer of 
capital asset takes place when the property or asset, belonging to the 
assessee (partner) Is brought in or Introduced by the partner into a firm?” 

It may be stated that keeping in view the factual background of the case, 
the question referred does not clearly bring out the controversy and, 
therefore, requires to be reframed as under : 

“Whether the Tribunal was right In law in holding that contribution in 
the form of plot of land by the assessee to the partnership firm amounted 
to a transfer within the meaning of section 2(47) of the Act, resulting 
in capital gains chargeable to tax ?” 

At the outset, Mr. Anoop Sharma, the learned counsel for the assessee, 
pointed out that answer to the question stands concluded by the decision 
of the Supreme Court in Sunil Slddharthbhal vs. CIT (1985) 156 TTR 
509. Mr. Rajendra, the learned standing counsel for the revenue, though 
candidly admitted that it was so but strenuously urgjsd before us that In 
view of certain observations of the Supreme Court in the same decision^ 
we should go into the question whether the contribution of plot of land 
by the assessee as his capital contribution to the firm was merely a devicb 
to convert the said asset into money, which would be available for his benefit 
without attracting^ any liability to income-tax on capital gains and for this 
purpose, he suggested that we should now require the Tribunal to submit 
a supplementeuy statement of. the case. The observations .of die Supreme 
Court sought to be relied upon are as follows : 
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“...If the transfer of the personal asset by the assessee to partnership 
In which he is or becomes a partner Is merely a device or ruse for 
converting the asset into money which would substantially remain 
available for the benefit without liability to income-tax on a capital gain, 
it will be open to the income-tax authorities to go behind the transaction 
and examine whether the transaction of crating the partnership is a 
genuine or a sham transaction and, even where the partnersliip is 
genuine, the transaction of transferring the personal asset to the partnership 
firm represents a real attempt to contribute to the share capital of the 
partnership firm for the purpose of carrying on the partnership business 
or is nothing but a device or ruse to convert the personal asset into 
money substantially for the benefit of the assessee while evading tax 
on a capital gain. The Income-tax Officer will be entitled to consider 
all the relevant Indicia in this regard, whether the partnership is formed 
between the assessee and his wife and children or substantially limited 
to then’ whether the personal asset is sold by the partnership firm soon 
after it is transferred by the assessee to it, whether the partnership firm 


has no substantial or real business or the record shows that there was 
no real need for the patnershlp firm for such capital contribution from 
the assessee. All these and other pertinent considerations may be taken 
into regard when the (ncome-tax Officer enters upon a scrutiny of the 
transaction, for, in the task of determining whether a transaction is a 
sham or illusory transaction or a device or ruse, he Is entitled to penetrate 
the veil covering it and ascertain the truth.” (p. 523) 

There can be little dispute that the Jurisdiction of this High Court under 
section 256 is not in the nature of ah appellate or revisional supervisory 
jurisdiction but is purely advisory. It has only to spell out its opinion on 
legaUspects on the facts as found by the Tribunal. Therefore, the advisory 
Jurisdiction can be exercised only In respect of the question for which advice 
has been sought by the Tribunal. However, on a particular question of law' 
referred by the Tribunal for its opinion, it is open to the High Court to 
consider another aspect of the same question of law and it may even 
re-frame or amplify the question in order to bring out the real controversy 
tetween the parties but at the same time in these proceedings it cannot 

^ controversy which had neither been raised 

under ^ It raised on an application 

duesHnn ht Questlon which can be answered must be the 

Tribunal and was decided by It. It 
nts h. which theTrlbunal never centred. 

now raised by him, via, r.ncther the transaction of contribution to land Z 
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capita is a RMitdM tQontiliwtton to a md partnerablp or. mar^.a rusa to 
avoid capRai Rains. 

Tha quasdbn vdildi misasfm'oonsidaratlon is Whathar the issue now raif^ 
by tha stasKfing ootaual for tha ravanua coutd be considered » anodMr 
aspect of tha question ref e rr e d to us, entitling us to'go into it. For it, "it 
would be neoessaty to travel beyond the statem^ of the case drawn by 
the TrtbiHial (not a normal practice) and bring out some material facts from 
die annexures forming part of the statement of the case not included therein. 

During the Course of assessment proceedings for the assessment year 
1974-75 the ITO noticed tlud in h)s return of income the assessee had 
claimed that the surplus generated on account of contribution of his land 
to the firm Nlrmal Construction & Rnance Company as its partner, was 
not taxable In his hands as no transfer or sale of the land had taken place. 
The rro traced out the history of various transactions Involving the land 
and came to the conclusion that the assessee had created a legal facade 
by reconstituting the said firm in admitting his second son as partner and 
showing as contribution by the partners three plots of land as capital at 
highly inflated price with the clear intention to evade huge tax liability 
resulting from the said land transactions. Relying on two decisions of the 
Supreme Court in G. VenkataswamI Naidu & Co. vs. CIT (1959) 35 HR 
594 and Khan Bahadur Ahmed & Sons vs. CIT (1968) 68 HR 573, he 
treated the difference betvMsen the purchase price and the enhanced value 
at which die land was transferred to the said firm as the assessee's business 
profit from an adventure in the nature of trade. In the alternative, he also 
held that it was a clear case of 'transfer' of land by the assessee within 
the meaning of section 2(47) of the Act to the said firm and as such the 
assessee was liable to short-term capital gains. Accordingly while framing 
assessment, he made an addition on account of short-term capital gains 
in respect of the land in question. In the first appeal preferred by the assessee, 
the Commissioner (Appeals) went deeply into the question as to whether 
the transaction was a transfer within the meaning of section 2(47) and 
concurred with the HO In taxing short-term capita) gains in the hands of 
the assessee. The Commissioner (Appeals), however, did not go into the 
question as to whether the entire exercise by the assessee was a facade 
created for evading tax. Relying on the decision of the Supreme Court in 
CIT 0 $. Hind Construction Ltd. (1972) 82 HR 21 1, he disagreed with 
the HO that tiie resultant surplus cotdd be treated as assessee's profit from 
business. The assessee carried the matter further in appeal to the Tribunal 
but the revenue. It seems, Icept quiet. The Tribunal merely relied on a decision 
of the Gujarat High Court in CIT tw. Kartikey vs. Sarabhaf (1981) 131 
HR 42 and dismissed the assessee's appeal. 

From the above brief narration of facts, it is evident that the Tribunal dealt 
with (xily the k^al proposition of law, viz, whether the transacti<m in question 
amount^ to a 'transfer' within the meaning of section 2(47), resulting in 
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capital gains chargeable to tax. The point now raised before u$ by ^ iewnMd 
counsel for the revenue was not set up tefore the Tribunal or dealt wtth 
by it, nor was any such qucstiori sought fo be referred on the basis of which 
this alternative submission could be made. It cannot be permitted to be 
urged in these proceedings. 

It cannot, therefore, be said to arise out of the order of the Tribunal. In 
that view of the matter, there is no ground for us to cail up>on the Tribunal 
to submit a supplementary statement of the case, as pleaded by the learned 
counsel for the revenue. 

Accordingly we decline to reopen the issue, now raised, at this stage, and 
shall confine ourselves to the consideration of the abovcmentioned question 
which has been referred to us at the instance of the assessee. Having reached 
this conclusion, in view of the authoritative pronouncement of the Supreme 
Court in Sunil Siddharthbhal's case (supra), wherein the decision of the 
Gujarat High Court In Kartlkev vs. Sarabhai’s case (supra), reljed upon 
by the Tribunal, has been partly reversed, answer to the reframed question 
has to be that the Tribunal was right in holding that the handing over of 
the capital asset to the firm by the assessee did arnqunt to ‘transfer’ but 
no capital gains chargeable to tax accrued to the'ass(Ksee. 

The reference is accordingly answered; Before parting we may also note 
that under identical circumstances, similar view has been expressed by the 
Punjab & Haryana High Court in the case of another partner of the same 
firm, since reported as Ved Parkash Aggarwal vs. CIT (1989) 179 ITR 
378. 

There will, however, be no order as to costs. ’ 


(1995) 126 Taxation 96 (Pat,) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PATNA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. G.C. Bharuka & 
Hon’ble Justice Mr. Aftab Alam) 
Taxation Case No. 44 of 1980 

Commissioner of Income*tax 


C .u . Bihar Alloy Steels Ltd. 

For the Rospondenl , p,„,„ Kum„ 

Raj Kishore Prasad and Chlranjiv 
_ Ranjan 

Decided on 21 - 7-1993 

with ban^lfa^d!^*i Share application mmiey deposited 

taxable and to be adjusted towards cost 
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ai comtnictlon — Alternatively, asaeseee claiming money also 
iMifTOwed for construction and Interest paid thereon to be adjusted 
against Interest received from banks — Claim of the assessee 
allowed by the Tribunal based on principles of accountancy and^ 
commercial practice — Held, interest earned from banks to be 
assessed as income from other soumes — Interest accrued/received 
not to be adjusted either against capital cost of the project or 
against Interest said on borrowings for construction. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 4, 56 & 57(iH). 

FACTS 

The assessee Isa limited company. It was Incorporated on 1 7th September, 
1965, Inter alia, to carry on business of Iron founders. In May 1971, 
the company of fered Its shares for subscription by the public, which were 
heavily subscribed. The money so received was much In excess of the 
assessee's Immediate business needs. Accordingly, the surplus money 
wasdeposited with the banks on short-term deposits whereby Rs. 3,08,478 
was received as Interest. In addition to this, the assessee also deposited 
money with the supplier of steel and these deposits earned Interest of 
Rs. 9,536/-. Thus, the aggregate of Interest by the assessee amounted 
to Rs. 3,18,014/-. The aforesaid Interest was adjusted by the assessee 
against the expenditure on capital work-ln-progress. Before completion 
of the assessment on 14-2-1973, the assessee filed a revised return 
showing a loss of Rs. 1,70,838/-. This figure was worked out by showing 
Rs. 3,18,014/- as Income and Rs. 4,88,847/- as expenditure. The ITO 
rejected the plea of expenditure on the ground that the company had 
not yet commenced the business and that the interest earned Is Income 
from ‘other sources’. A deduction of Rs. 5,000/- was allowed on ad hoc 
basis and thus determining the taxable Income at Rs. 3,13,014/-. The 
appeal of the assessee could not succeed and the matter was brought 
before the Tribunal by way of second appeal. The Tribunal, on appraisal 
of all the materials before It, recorded a finding of fact that during the 
period under consideration, the assessee had not commenced any business 
and It was still In the midst of constructing and completing structures. 
It also found that the assessee had earned Interest to the tune of 
Rs. 3,18,014/, but It estimated the expenditure essential for earning 
the said Interest Income at Rs. 50,000/- ogqfnst Rs. 5,000/- as assessed 
bythelTO. TheTrlbunal further proceeded to record that for the purpose 
of construction the assessee had also taken a loan against which It paid 
Rs. 1,09,308/- as Interest. The Tribunal found that the Interest received 
by the assessee on short term bank deposits had been appropriated 
against the cost of construction by-debiting the same In ‘capital work 
progress account’. Therefore, keeping In view the provisions of section 
4, the charging section of the Act, the Tribunal took the view that the 
assessee In reality having not earned any income as understood in the 
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commercial sense, cannot be suSjictecl to irKonne-tax taking 
the interest earned In Isolation, without taking Into account Its ‘expli- 
cation, appropriation and adjustment. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble court held that the legal Issues Involved In the present case 
have been approached by the Tribunal more through accounting and 
commercial practice based on practical convenience than by adhering to 
the legal principles emanating from the provisions of the Act. In the present 
case, apart from the facts that the assessee had paid certain interest on 
the borrowings obtained for the purpose of construction, nothing had been 
found even by the Tribunal that the said amount of interest on borrowing 
had been paid wholly and exclusively for the purpose of earning the bank 
Interest in question. In fact, the amount on which the bank interest was 
earned had absolutely no connection with the amount which were borrowed 
and spent on construction. The matter would have been different if part 
of the unutilised borrowings would have been temporarily deposited with 
the bank yielding interest. But that was not the situation here. Therefore, 
Section 57(lii) of the Act does not permit any deduction as claimed by the 
assessee, and beyond this provision, there Is no other provision under the 
Act, which enables the assessee to claim any deduction in respect of the 
bank Interest earned by it. There Is no provision under the Act providing 
therein that the income from other sources will be ceased to be taxable 
if it is applied In acquisition of capital assets. Therefore, merely because 
the interest income has been appropriated or adjusted towards construction 
of the plant or building, it does not cease to be an income liable to tax 
under the Act. It may be true that on balancing of the accounts such interest 
may be found to be reducing the cost of construction in the sense that 
It provides additional resources for capital Investment but that will be always 
true if any Income earned through any source is applied in construction- 
or acquisition of capital assets. Under the scheme of the Act, application 
of income per se does not affect its taxability except for specific provisions 
in this regard. So far as this court is concerned, the issue is now no more 
res Integra since a similar question has been specifically dealt with by a 
Bench of this Court in the case of Bokaro Steel Ltd us. CIT (1988) 170 
ITR 545 (Pat.). The Hon’ble court after considering various authorities on 
the issue, answered the question against the assessee by holding that the 
interest so received constituted the income of the assessee. In the above 
view of the matter, both the questions referred to the court were answered 
in negative, i.e. against the assessee and In favour of the department. 

Cases referred to : 

1 CIT u$. United Wire Ropes Ltd. (1980) 121 ITR 762 (Bom.) 

2. Addl. CIT os. Madras Fertilizers Ltd (lOSO) 122 ITR 139 fl4ad.) 

3. CIT us. Bokaro Steel Ltd. (1988) 170 ITR 522 (Pat.) 
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4. dopal Saran Nampan i». CIT (1935) 3 ITR 237 (PQ 

5. aieUapaUt Sugars Ud. vs. OT (1975) 98 ITR 167 (SQ 

6. CIT vs. ShoorJI Vailabhdas & Co. (1962) 46 ITR 11 (SQ 

Full text of the Judi^ent la g^ven below : ^ 

AIDGMENT 

(G.C. Bharuka, J.) 

In this reference application a statement of case had been called for by 
this Court under S. 256(2) of the FT Act, 1961 (hereinafter to be referred 
to as “the Act” only) for examining the following questions of law, which 
relate to asst. yr. 1972-73 ; 

“^(1) Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified in law In deleting Rs. 3,13,014 for the asst, 
yr. 1972-73 as income from other sources on account of interest 
as determined by the ITO and confirmed by the AAC in 
appeal ? 

(2) Whether, in the facts and circumstances of the case, interest 
earned, taxable as income from the other sources, is subject to 
deduction towards the construction of the factory ?” 

The assessee is a limited company. It was incorporated on 17th Sept. , 1-965, 
Inter alia, to carry on business of Iron founders. In May 1971, the company 
offered its shares for subscription by the public, which were heavily subscribed. 
The money so received was .much in excess of the assessee’s immediate 
business needs. Accordingly the surplus money was deposited with the banks 
on short-term deposits w’hcreby Rs. 3,08,478 was received as interest. In 
addition to this, the assessee also deposited money with the supplier of 
steel and these deposits earned interest of Rs. 9,536. Thus, the aggregate 
of interest earned by the assessee amounted to Rs. 3,18,014. 

As required under the provisions of the Act, the assessee filed its return 
on 9th Oct., 1972 declaring its income as nil for the assessment year in 
question. During the course of assessment it transpired that the aforesaid 
interest has been adjusted by the assessee against the expenditure on capital 
work-in-progress. Before completion of the assessment, on 14th Feb., 1973 
the assessee filed a revised return showing a loss of Rs. 1,70,838. This 
figure was worked out by showing Rs. 3,18,014 as income and Rs. 4,88,847 
as expenditure. The ITO rejected the plea of expenditure on the ground 
that the company had not yet commenced the business and that the Interest 
earned is income from “other sources". But he allowed a deduction of 
Rs. 5,000 on ad hoc basis and thus determining the tcixable income at 
Rs. 3,13,014 . The appeal to the AAC could not succeed. Thus the n\atter 
was brought before the Tribunal by way of second appeal. 

The Tribunal on appraisal of all the materials before it recorded a finding 



of fact that during the period under consideration, the assessee had not 
commenced any business and it was still In the midst of constructing and 
completing structures. It also found that the assessee had earned Interest 
to the tunc of Rs. 3,18,014, but it estimated the -expenditure essential for 
earning the said Interest at Rs. 50,000 against Rs. 5,000 as assessed by 
the rrO. The Tribunal further proceeded to record that for the purpose 
of construction the assessee had also taken a loan against which it paid 
Rs. 1,09,308 as interest. The Tribunal found that the interest received by 
the assessee on short-term bank deposits has been appropriated against 
the cost of construction by debiting the same in "Capital work progress 
account”. Therefore, keeping in view the provisions of S. 4, the charging 
section of the Act, the Tribunal took the view that the assessee in reality 
having not earned any income as understood in the commercial sense, cannot 
be subjected to Income-tax taking into account the interest earned in 
isolation, without taking Into account its application, appropriation and 
adjustment. 


Shrl Vidyarthi, learned standing counsel appearing for the Department, has 
submitted that the Tribunal has erred in holding that the amount of interest 
received on deposits with the bank is not liable to income-tax under the 
Act because taxability of a receipt under the Act is not dependent on its 
subsequent application. His further submission was that under S. 57(iii) of 
the Act, deduction from income chargeable under the head “income from 
other sources” can be made only in respect of such expenditure, which 
are not capital In nature and have been laid out or expended wholly and 
exclusively for the purpose of making or earning much income, which is 
not the situation here. In support of his submissions, he has placed reliance 
on the decision in the case of ClT os. United Wire Ropes Ltd. (1980) 

121 ITR 762 (Bom.) and Addl. ClT os. Madras Fertilisers Ltd. (1980) 

122 ITR 139 (Mad.). 


Shrl Pawan Kumar, learned counsel appearing for the assessee, has strenuously 
argued that the view taken by the Tribunal is in conformity with the decision 

coo" I d Steel Ltd. (1988) 170 ITR 

ir, should be affirmed. According to him 

in the case like the present one. the Brochure (study on expenditure during 

^ Institute of Chartered Accountants of India 

ni ®cember, 1970, should be accepted as laying down the 

o?DroS construction 

construrMon” “Similarly Interest income earned during 

the period" against interest expenses incurred during 


the order of 

cai havTi in ‘®sal issues involved in the present 

coLerdafn^^^ through accounUng and 

p dice based on practical convenience than by adhering to 
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the legal principles emanating from the provisions of the Act. The discussions 
made hereunder will duly substantiate it. 

It is an admitted position that, during the period under consideration, the 
company had not commenced its business and its plants and buildings were 
under construction. It is also not in dispute that it had earned Rs. 3,18,014 
by way of interest from the bank deposits and had been debited in "capital 
work progress account". The order of the Tribunal also shows that the 
assessee had paid Rs. 1,09,308 as interest on borrowings obtained for the 
purpose of construction. Keeping in view these foundational facts, the 
various facets of the questions which fall for our consideration are (i) whether 
the interest received by the assessee from the bank can be at all termed 
as income under the Act, (li) if it is an income whether any deduction is 
allowable therefrom, and (Hi) whether the said interest income is at all taxable 
since its application had reduced the cost of construction or that it was 
utilised for the purpose of construction. 

Sec. 4 of the Act is the charging section and sub-s. (1) thereof reads as 
under : 

“Where any Central Act enacts that income-tax shall be charged for 
any assessment year at any rate or rates, income-tax on that rate or 
rates shall be charged for that year in accordance with, and subject 
to the provisions of, this Act in respect of total income of the previous 
year or years as the case may be of every person. 

Provided that where by virtue of any provision of the Act income-tax 
is to be charged in respect of the Income of a period other than the 
previous year, the income-tax shall be charged accordingly.” 

Therefore, tax under the Act is'leviable on the total income of the previous 
year to be computed in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 

The inclusive definition of "income” as set out under s. 2(24) of the Act 
takes within its sweep various profits and receipts. In the case of Gopal 
Saran Narai;an Singh vs. CIT (1935) 3 ITR 237 (PC) at page 242, it has 
been held by the Privy Council that, “anything which can properly be 
described as income is taxable under the Act unless expressly exempted" . 
Keeping in view the facts and the meaning of ‘income’ as discussed above 
needs >00 further elaboration to hold that the bank Interest received in this 
case is an “Income from other source” withiri the meaning of s. 56 of the 
Act since income is not chargeable under any other head of income specified 
in s. 14 of the Act. If that be so, the assessee will be entitled to deduction 
from this income only If the conditions laid down under s. 57(iii) of the 
Act are satisfied which reads as under ; 

“57. The Income chargeable under the head “income from other 
sources” shall be computed after making the following deductions, 
namely. 
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(ill) anv other expenditure (not being in the nature of capital expenditure) 
Lid out or expended wholly and exclusively for the purpose of making 
or earning such '.ncomc . 

The language of the aforementioned section is clear, explicit and clinches 
the Issue involved. 

On a reading of s. 4 with s. 57(iii) of the Act, there Is no escape from 
taking the view that expenditure Is allowable as deduction out of an “Income 
from other sources" only if it is found that, in fact (i) it has been expended 
wholly and exclusively for the purpose of making or earning such Income 
and (11) it is not in the nature of capital expenditure. 

In the present case, apart from the facts that the assessee has paid certain 
interest on the borrowings obtained for the purpose of construction, nothing 
has been found even by the Tribunal that the said amount of interest on 
borrowing have been paid wholly and exclusively for the-purpose of earning 
the bank Interest in question. In fact, the amount on which the bank interest 
was earned has absolutely no connection with the amount which were 
borrowed and spent on construction. The matter would have been different 
If part of the unutilised borrowings would have been temporarily deposited 
with the bank yielding interest. But that Is not the situation here. Therefore 
s. 57(iii) of the Act does not permit any deduction as claimed by the assessee, 
and beyond this provision, there is no other provision under the Act, which 
enables the assessee to claim any deduction In respect of the bank Interest 
earned by it. 

Coming to the next facet of the question, it is to be seen whether application 
of the interest income or its mode of accounting can make it exempted. 
In my opinion, seeking of answer to the question docs not pose any difficulty. 
There is no provision under the Act providing therein that the Income from 
other sources will be ceased to be taxable if it is applied in acquisition pf 
capital assets. Therefore, merely because the interest income has been 
appropriated or adjusted towards construction of the plant or building, it 
does cease to be an income liable to tax under the Act. It may be true 
that on balancing of the accounts such interest may be found to be reducing 
the cost of construction in the sense that It provides additional resources 
for capital investment but that will be always true if any income earned 
through any source is applied in construction or acquisition of capital assets. 

Under the scheme of the Act, application of income per se does not effect 
its taxability except for specific provisions in this regard. Incidentally, I may 
also notice here that in view of the law laid down by the Supreme Court 
in the case of Challapalli Sugars Ltd. vs. CJT (1975) 98 ITR 167 (SC), 
Interest paid on amounts borrowed by the assessee for acqusltlon and 
insta ation of plant and machineries, before commencement of production 
form part of the “actual cost" of the asset to the assessee” and, as such 
It Is capital expenditure. Accordingly interest paid by the assessee In the 
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present ca«e b^ng capital tn nahure cannot be allowed as deduction in 
ccHrnpi^ting ^e income of the assessee. 

The submissions olifr. Pawan Kumar that tince the brochure of the Institute 
of Chartered Accountants, referred to above, provides that the Interest 
Income earned during the construction period may ,be set off against 
expenses incurred during the said period, therefore, the same principle 
should be applied for computing the taxable income, needs to be cqnsiderec 
now. By referring to Challapallf Sugars Ltd. case (supra), he has submlttec 
that even the Supreme Court has taken aid from the guidelines laid down 
in the said brochure for ascertaining the true Import and meaning of the 
wor(^ “actual cost” for the purpose of s. 10 of the Indian IT Act, 1922. 
In my opinlmi, this submission has got to be rejected for two reasons. Firstly, 
the Supreme Court in the case of Challapalll Sugars Ltd. (supra) has taken 
aid from the various expert reports and opinion to ascertain the meanin( 
of the words 'actual cost', since the said phrase has not been defined under 
the Act. According to their Lordships (keeping in view the settled cannons 
of interpretation), the words required to be “construed in the sense which 
no commercial man would misunderstand”. This is not the situation here. 
No statutory expression as such has fallen for our consideration which 
necessitated the application of the said principle. Moreover, the principles 
of commercial accounting cannot determine or affect the range of taxable 
income or ambit of taxation because the tax liability under the Act is tc 
be governed by the provisions of the Act and not by the principle laic 
down for maintaining the accounts even by an expert body or actual metho< 
of maintaining the account. 

In the case of CIT vs. Shoorji Vallabhdas & Co. (1962) 46 ITR 144 (SC 
it has been held by the Supreme Court, that — 

“Income-tax is a levy on Income, though the IT Act takes Into accoun 
two points of time at which the liability to tax is attracted, viz., the 
accrual of the Income or its receipt, yet the substance of the mattei 
is the income. If Income does not result at all, there cannot be a tax 
even though in book-keeping, an entry is made about a “hypothetlca 
Income” which does not materialise. Where income has, in fact, beer 
received and is subse<}uantly given up in such circumstances that ' 
remains the Income of the recipient, even though given up, the tar 
may be payable. Where, however, the income can. be said not to hav< 
resulted at all, there is obviously neither accrual nor receipt of income 
even though an entry to that effect might, in certain circumstances 
have been made in the books of account.” 

In the above view of the matter, the brochure of the Institute of Charteret 
Accoutants, referred to above, is of no avail to the assessee. 

In the present case, it is not necessary to individually deal with all th( 
decisions cited at the Bar because in my opinion so far as this Court • 



decisions cited at the Bar because In my opinion so far as this Court Is 
concerned, the issue is now no more res Integra since a similar question 
has been specifi''ally dealt with by a Bench of this Court in the case of 
Bokaro Steel Lta. vs. CIT (1988) 170 ITR 545 (Pat,). In this case the 
asscssee had received sums from the Government for the construction of 
its plant. The unutilised part of sums so received used to be deposited in 
the bank on short-term deposit and earned interest thereon. On this fact, 
the question which had fallen for consideration before this Court was as 
to whether the interest so received was liable to be assessed as Income 
of the assessec or such interest should reduce the cost of construction 'of 
the asscssee and, therefore, would not constitute its Income. This Is question 
No. 4 at page 547 of the said report. This Court, after considering various 
authorities on the issue, answered the question against the assessee by 
holding that the interest so received constitutes the income of the assessee. 

In the above view of the matter, both the questions referred to us are 
answered in negative, i.e., against thie assessee and in favour of the 
Department. Anyhow there wil! be no order as to costs.- . 

Aftab Alam, J. — 1 agree. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 104 (Gau.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GAUHATI 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Manisana & 
Hon'ble Mr, Justice S B, Roy) 
iT Reference No. 4 of 1987 

Commissioner of Income'tax 


vs. 

Sarda Trading Corporation 

For the Appellant : D.K. Talukdar and B.J. Talukdar 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on 30.3.1993 

CAPITAL GAIN Assessee claiming while com{>uting income 
under head capital gain deduction u/s SOT be allowed first and 
thereafter deduction to be allowed u/s 54 E — Held, deduction 
u/s 54E to be allowed first and thereafter deduction u/s SOT. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 ~ Sections 48, 54E & SOT. 


FACTS 

The assessee Is a registered firm. The A.Y. Involved Is 1979-80. During 
1 j assessee sold a flat at Bombai;. The assessing 

, ^ down value and sale expenses /rom 

ne cons ^^^tion, decided u/s 54E of the Act as to what eKtent capital 

gain on the transfer of the capital asset shall not be chargeable to 
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fncofm-^ox in respect of t/ia sum Hs- 75^000/- which formed part of 
faje proceeds and deposited with the United Commercial Bank at 
Dibrugarh In fixed deposit. Thermfter. the assessing authority made a 
deduction allowable u/s 80T of the Act from the Income chargeable In 
computing the total Income of the assessee under the head 'Capital 
Gains'. On appeal bp the assessee, the AAC set aside the manner of 
calculation made bp the assessing authorltp bp holding that ‘section SOT 
deduction would be allowed on the capital gains before the exemption 
u/s 54E Is allowed’. The Tribunal confirmed the findings of the AAC. 

DECISION 

If section 54E is applied, the whole or any part of the capital gain would 
not be chargeable to income-tax. Under section SOT, where the gross total 
income of an assessee not being a company includes any income chargeable 
under the head ‘capital gains' relating to long term capital asset, there shall 
be allowed, in computing the total income of the assessee, a deduction from 
such income as is provided thereunder. This being the position, for the 
application of section SOT, there must be an income chargeable under he 
head ‘capital gains’ relating to long term capital asset. It there is no such 
income, section SOT is not attracted. Section 54 E shall be allowed first, 
and thereafter section SOT may or may not be applicable depending upon 
the quantum of exemption u/s 54E. Under there circumstances, the question 
was answered In the negative i.e. in favour of the revenue and against the 
assessee. 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Manisana, J.) 

At the instance of the Commissioner, the following question of law has 
been referred to this Court under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (‘the Act’): 

“Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the T ribunal 
was justified in holding that for computation of income under the head 
'Capital gains’ deduction under section SOT of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, is to be given below giving deduction under section 54E of the 
Act ?" 

The assessee is a registered firm. The A.Y. involved is 1979-80. During 
the previous year, the assessee sold a fiat at Bombay. The assessing authority 
{‘the rrO’), after deducting the written down value and sale expense from 
the net consideration, decided u/s 54E of the Act as to what extent capi^ 
gain on the transfer of the capital asset shall not be chargeable to income- 
tax in respect of the sum of Rs. 75,000/- which formed part of sale proceeds 
and deposited with the United Commercial Bank at Dibrugarh In fbced 
deposit. Thereafter, the assessing authority made a deduction allowable 
u/s 80T of the Act from the income chargeable in computing the total 
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jncome of the assessee under the head 'Capital Gains'. On appeal bsr &ie 
assessee the AAC set aside the manner of calculation made by die a^sstns 
authority by holding that ‘section SOT deduction would be allowed on die 
capital gains before the exemption u/s 54E Is allowed’. The Tribunal 
confirmed the findings of the AAC. 

Section 45 of the Act, as It stood In the relevant year, provides that save 
as otherwise provided in sections 53, 54, 54B. 54D and 54E of the Act, 
any profits or gains arising from the transfer of a capital asset effected 
In the previous year shall be deemed to be the Income of the previous year 
In which the transfer took place and shall be chargeable to Income-tax under 
the head ‘Capital gains’. 

Under section 54E, where the capital gain arises from the transfer of a 
long-term capital asset and the assessee has, within a period of six months 
after the date of such transfer, invested or deposited the whole or part of 
the net consideration in any specified asset, the whole of such capital gain, 
or a part of it, shall not be charged under section 45 of the Act. Therefore, 
if section 54E is applied the whole or any part of capital gain would not 
be chargeable to income-tax. 

Under section SOT, where the gross total income of an assessee not being 
a company includes any Income chargeable under the head ‘capital gains’ 
relating to long term capital asset, there shall be allowed, in computing 
the total income of the assessee, a deduction from such income as is provided 
thereunder. This being the position, for the application of section SOT, 
there must be an Income chargeable under he head ‘capital gains’ relating 
to long term capital asset. If there is no such income, section SOT is not 
attracted. 

What emerges from a reading of sections 45, 54 E and SOT of the Act 
is this. Any profits or gains of transfer of a long term capital asset In the 
previous year shall be deemed to be income of the previous year and shall 
be chargeable to income-tax under the head 'Capital gains’. But the whole 
or any part of the capital gain to which the provisions of section 54E apply 
would not be chargeable to Income-tax. In other words, if section 54E is 
attracted, such income shall be ‘tax exempt income’. Therefore, the assessing 
authority is to decide under section 54E as to .whether the whole or any 
part of the capital gain on the transfer of a long-term capital asset shall 
be exempt from taxation. If the whole of such income is not exempt, the 
assessing authority shall determine the income chargeable under the head 
Capital gains , and, thereafter, there shall be deduction as provided under 
section SOT, that is to say, if there is no such income chargeable to tax 
after exemption under section 54 E, the application of section SOT does 
not arise. 

For the reasons stated above, section 54E shall be allowed first, and 
thereafter section SOT may or may, not be applicable depending upon the 
quantum of exemption u/s 54E. Under these circumstances, the quesHon 
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ts aiwvtrad )n the negative 4.e. Jn favour of the revenue and agi^et th 
assessee. 

Reference if di^>osed of accordingly. No costs. 

(1995) 126 Taxation 107 (GtiJ,) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice G.T. Nanavati & 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice S.M. Sonl) 

IT Reference No. 271 of 1980 
Nandlal Kanaiyalal 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
For the Appellant : D.A. Mehta, R.K. Patel and K.C. Patel 
For the Respondent : M.J. Thakore 
Decided-on ; 30.3.1993 

PENALTY FOR CONCEALMENT — Assessee filing original return 
— Raid conducted by revenue on business and residential premises 
of assessee’s father -r- Notice issued u/s 143(2) — Assessee filin 
revised return declaring income of Rs. 26,611 against income o 
Rs. 10,951 disclosed In the original return — Addition o 
Rs. 2,000/- made — Notice for concealment issued — Assesses 
pleading in view of revised return, penalty not to be levied — 
Held, revised return filed after concealment detected — Reviset 
return not treated as voluntary return — Penalty rightly levied, 
income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 27 1C. 

FACTS 

For the A.Y. 1967-68, the assessee filed his return of Income or 
23.12.1968. The income disclosed was Rs. 10,951/-. Department hac 
carried out a raid at the place of the father of the assessee and seize 
certain documents. On 18.5.1971, a notice was given to the assessee 
u/s 143(2) of the Act. Thereafter, i.e. on 21.7.1971, the assessee filei 
a revised return of his Income disclosing that his Income was Rs. 26,611 
The JTO made maximum addition of Rs. 2,000/- and determined th 
Income of the assessee at Rs. 28,61 1/-. Notice was issued to the assessee 
u/s 274 for penalty u/s 271(l)(c). The ITO also held that Explanatior 
to section 271(1) was also attracted and that the assessee failed tc 
discharge the burden which arose as a result of deeming fiction createc 
bp the Explanation. This order of penalty was challenged by the assesset 
by filing an appeal before the AAC but without any success. The seconc 
appeal to the Tribunal also met with the same fate. 

DECISION 

The Tribunal has recorded a finding that it cannot be said that the reviset 
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return in such circumstances was filed by the assessee on his own accord 
and sweet will. Thus, the revised return filed by the assessee has not been 
treated as a voluntary return. This finding has been recorded after appre- 
ciating the relevant circumstances. Therefore. It being a finding of fact, 
will have to be accepted by this court. There was raid by the Income-tax 
Department at the business as well as residential premises of the father 
of the assessee and the assessee himself was given notice u/s 143(2), It 
cannot be said that the view taken by the Tribunal is unreasonable or that 
it was not Justified in confirming the penalty levied upon the assessee. The 
assessee having failed to discharge the burden arising as a result of the 
Explanation to section 27 l(l)(c), the authorities were right in levying penalty 
upon the assessee and the Tribunal was equally justified in confirming the 
same. 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 


(Nanauati, J.) 

For the year 1967-68, the assessee filed his return of income on 23. 12. 1968. 
The Income disclosed was Rs. 10,951. For the subsequent two years, the 
assessee filed his returns on 10.10.1969 and 30.9.1970. On 23.12.1969, 
the Income-tax Department had carried out a raid at the place of the father 
of the assessee and seized certain documents. On 18.5. 1971, a notice was 
given to the assessee u/s 143(2) of the Act. Thereafter, i.e. on 21.7. 1971, 
the assessee filed a revised return of his income disclosing that his income 
was Rs. 26,611/-. The ITO on verification on the books of account of 
the assessee found that the assessee had not given details of the amount 
received as brokerage and, in absence of the vouchers or receipts, the 
correctness of the amount received was not verifiable. He, therefore, made 
maximum addition of Rs. 2,000/- and determined the Income of the assessee 
at Rs. 28,61 1/-. While passing the order of assessment, the ITO also directed 
that a notice be issued to the assessee under section 274 for penalty under 
section 27 l(l)(c) the Act, inasmuch as, the assessee had furnished inaccurate 
particulars of his income. In the proceedings initiated under section 271 
(l)(c) of the no held that the assessee’s intention at the time of filing the 
original return was ‘not that of innocence’ and that the assessee had 
deliberately understated his income as could be seen from his subsequent 
admission that his real income was Rs. 26,611. The ITO also held that 
Explanation to section 271(1) was also attracted and that the assessee failed 
to discharge the burden which arose as a result of deeming fiction created 
by the Explanation. For coming to the conclusion that the original return 
filed by the assessee was not voluntary and bona fide, the ITO relied upon 
four circumstances: (l) the assessee had filed copy of his capital account 
along with the return of income for the assessment years 1969-70 and 
1970-71 and that would mean that till 30.9.1970, he had not discovered 
the mistake and that was not believable; (il) in the previous year, the assessee 
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had received brokerage of R$. 7864 only; (lii) the revised return was filed 
after the raid at the residential as well as business premises of his father 
on 23.12.1969 and that indicated that It was filed under an apprehension 
of ‘deeper probe in his financial affairs' by the department; and (Iv) the 
assessee had filed the revised return after he had received the notice under 
section 143(2). The ITO levied maximum penalty of Rs. 3i,320. This order 
of penalty was challenged by the assessee by filing an appeal before the 
AAC but without any success. The second appeal to the Tribunal also met 
with the same fate. Thereupon, the assessee moved the Tribunal to refer 
the following four questions to this Court on the ground that they arose 
out of the order of the Tribunal; 

“1, Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified in law in confirming levy of penalty under 
section 271(l)(c) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ? 

2. Whether the findlngfif the Tribunal that the revised return was not 
voluntary Is supported by any evidence or material on record? 

3. If the answer to the second question Is in the affirmative, whether, 
on the facts and circumstances of the case, the Tribunal was justified 
in concluding that the revenue has discharged burden of proof in 
the said proceedings ? 

4. Whether the finding of the Tribunal as to confirmation of the penalty 
is reasonable and arrived at after considering all relevant documents 
and evidence on the record and the same is sustainable at law ?" 

The Tribunal refused to refer question No. 2 on the ground that answer 
to that question was self-evident. As regards question No. 3, the Tribunal 
observed that it did not arise from its order. It refused to refer question 
No. 4 on the ground that its attention was not invited to any documentary 
evidence on record which was not considered by the Tribunal. Thus, the 
Tribunal refused to refer question Nos. 2, 3, and 4 to this Court. Question 
No. 1 was reframed by the Tribunal and it has been referred to this Court. 
It reads as under; 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the order 

levying the penalty of Rs. 15,660 under section 271(l)(c) of the Act 

can be sustained ?" 

It may be stated that even though the Tribunal refused to refer question 
Nos. 2 to 4 to this Court, the assessee had not moved this Court under 
section 256(2) of the Act and, therefore, we are required to answer question 
No. 1 only, bearing in mind that the Tribunal has refused to refer question 
Nos. 2 to 4 to this Court. Not only that, but question No. 1, that is, the 
question referred to us will have to be answered in the context of the findings 
recorded by the Tribunal and which findings are now no longer open to 
challenge. 

As stated earlier, the Tribunal has recorded a finding that ‘it cannot be 



taxation -REPORTS |Vfli.t2<6 

f 

said that the revised return In such circumstances was filed by the assessee 
on his own accord and sweet wfli. Thus, the revised return filed by the 
assessee has not been treated as a voluntary return, meaning thereby tfiat 
It was not a revised return filed bona fide on discovery of any mistake. 
The Tribunal has in terms recorded a finding that there was no scope for 
any mistake being committed. This finding has been recorded after appreciating 
the relevant circumstances. Therefore, it being a finding of fact, will have 
to be accepted by this Court. 

For that reason, in order to decide whether Explanation to section 271 
(l)(c) became applicable or not, we will have to consider the original return. 
Obviously the difference between income returned and income assesseed 
was more than 20 per cent and, therefore, it was for the assessee to explain 
and prove that failure to return correct Income did not arise from any fraud 
or gross or wilful neglect on his part. The. only explanation which the assessee 
gave while submitting his revised return and while replying to the show- 
cause notice was that It was through mistake that such brokerage commission 
receipts were left out to be shown In the previous return. How that mistake 
occurred and how it came to his notice remained unexplained, in fact, no 
attempt, whatsoever, was made by the assessee to show that it was really 
a case of mistake which was subsequently noticed by him. in fact, making 
up of accounts for the subsequent years, including balance sheet, and the 
corrections which were made with respect to cash on hand are indicative 
of the fact that this was not a case of mistake but it was a case of deliberate 
concealment. If this discrepancy in the account is considered along with 
the fat that there was raid by the Income-tax Department at the business 
as well as residential premises of the father of the assessee and the assessee 
himself was given notice u/s 143(2), it cannot be said that the view taken 
by the Tribunal is unreasonable or that it was not justified in confirming 
the penalty levied upon the assessee. The assessee having failed to discharge 
the burden arising as a result of the Explanation to section 271(l){c), the 
authorities were right In levying penalty upon the assessee and the Tribunal 
was equally Justified in confirming the same. 

We, therefore, answer the question in the affirmative, that is, against the 
assessee and in favour of the revenue. Reference is disposed of accordingly. 
No order as to costs. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation ill ()I«J.) 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon'bte Mr.. Justice V.R. Meena & 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice V.K. Slnghal) 

D.B.W.T. Reference No. 56 of 1985 

Commissioner of Wealth-tax 
vs. / 

Raj Kumari Bhuvaneshwari, Kota 

Decided on 12.1.1995 

WEALTH-TAX — Valuation of property — T ribunal holding provision 
of Rajasthan Urban Property (Restriction on Transfer) Act, 1973 
applicable for determining market value — Tribunal restricting 
the value of the property to a particular figure — Held, restriction 
only pertains to right of owner to transfer the property — While 
valuing the property the market value to be diminished in view 
of hazards placed by the only Act. 

Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Section 7. 

FACTS & DECISION 

The Tribunal while valuing the property held that since the provisions of 
Rajasthan Urban Property (Restriction on Transfer) Act 1973 was applicable 
for determining the market value of the property, the valuation of these 
properties were restricted to a sum of Rs. 3 lakhs. When the matter was 
referred to the Hon’ble Court, it was held that this matter was already covered 
by a judgment of this court in the assessee's case and as was held by the 
Apex Court in the case of CWT us. Raghubar Narain Singh (1984) 146 
ITR 228 that if an asset is subject to certain hazards then that factor which 
has the effect of determining the market value of the asset is a relevant 
factor and the market value can only be decreased proportionately and 
cannot be restricted to a particular figure. The matter was sent back to 
the Tribunal for redetermining the market value and all other issues raised 
by the assessee. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hon'ble Justice Dr. B.P. Saraf & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice D.R. Dhanuka) 

IT Refererue No. 236 of 1982 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Chemaux Ltd. 

Decided on 24.9.1993 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Assacsee incurring expenses on 
repair of approach road & resurfacing of kachha road inside 
factory premises ~ Held, expenses allowable as revenue expen- 
diture. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37(e) . 

FACTS & DECISION 

In this case the assessee Incurred an expenses of Rs. 29,203/- and 
Rs. 72,450/- respectively on repair of approach road and resurfacing of 
the kachha roads Inside its factory premises. The expenses were not allowed 
by the revenue as a revenue expenditure. In this case it was conceded by 
the counsel of the revenue that In view of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court and of Bombay High Court, the expenditure was allowable as claimed. 
The question .thus answered against the revenue. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 113 (Mad.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADRAS 
(Before Hon'bie Mr. Justice Raju) 

WP Nos. 1353 & 1354 of 1993 

R. Raghavan 
vs. 

Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant Ms. Latha Sakthivelu 

For the Respondent N.V. Balasubramanian 

Decided on 20.7.1994 

LEW OF INTEREST — Interest charged for penalties u/ss 234A, 
234B and 234C for late filing of return and non-payment of 
advance tax — Assessee moving Assessing Officer for waiver of 
interest — Revenue contending no petition for waiver of interest 
maintainable — Held, assessee at liberty to move concerned 
authority and/or C.B.D.T. for appropriate relief. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 234A, 234B and 234C. 

Constitution of India — Article 226. 

FACTS & DECISION 

The only point Involved in these two writs is that the assessment of the 
petitioner was completed and while completing the assessment , the Assessing 
Officer charged interest u/ss 234A, 234B and 234C which was introduced 
w.e.f. A.Y. 1989-90. The assessee applied for waiver/reduction of interest 
but the petition was dismissed since no petition was provided against levy 
of interest under these sections. Being aggrieved, the assessee filed the 
present petitions. The Hon’bie Court held that the petitioner has the liberty 
to move the concerned ITO/ Assessing Authority and/or C.B.D.T for 
appropriate relief and for orders depending upon the nature of grievance 
and the relief that is sought for. The authorities were directed to consider 
the claim after giving notice and opportunities' to the petitioner and, 
therefore, pass appropriate orders In accordance with the law. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

These two writ petitions are dealt with together since they relate to one 
and th^ same subject-matter thought praying for different reliefs. 

In W.P. No. 1353 of 1993, the petitioner prays for a writ of certiorarlfied 
mandamus to call for the records of the petitioner In PA/GI.PT 9933/SIC 
II on the file of the first respondent and quash the order dated 23.11.1992 
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relating to levy of Interest under sections 234A to' 234C of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’) and, consequently, direct the first respondent not 
to charge any interest under sections 234A, 234B and 234C. 

In W.P No. 1354 of 1993, the petitioner prays for a writ of declaration 
declaring that the provisions of sections 234A, 234B and 234C introduced’ 
by the Direct Tax Laws (Amendment) Act, 1987, with effect from 1.4.1989 
are illegal, unconstitutional, ultra vires and unenforceable so far as the 
petitioner is concerned. 

In similar circumstances identical writ petitions filed came up for consid- 
eration of this Court and, in and by my order dated 13.12.1993, in W.P, 
Nos. 2528 to 2539, etc., of 1993, 1 have issued certain directions to 
authorities for the claim towards interest. While doing so, 1 have issued 
directions as hereunder ; 


“So far as writ petitions filed against the order of the assessing authorities 
applying the provision of the Act and levying interest are concerned, 
it is stated by the learned counsel for the petitioners that in one of 
such cases, on appeal, relief has been obtained by the assessee, though 
the department has pursued the matter in that case on further appeal. 
Be that as it may, either in such case or in the other cases filed directly 
against the Income-tax Officer, the petitioners concerned shall have 
liberty to move the concerned Income-tax Officer/assessing authority 
or/and Central Board of Direct Taxes for appropriate relief and orders, 
depending upon the grievance and relief that is sought for. As and when 
the petitioners in those writ petitions move the Central Board, the said 
authority shall consider the claims so made in the light of the directions 
issued in the other batch of cases referred to above. The assessing 
authority concerned also shall be at liberty as and when moved by the 
respective petitioners to consider the claim, if any, that may be made 
as are permissible in law for such authority to consider and pas appropriate 
orders in this regard. 


’^‘^37, 11240, 18548 

&1K995 of 1993 challenging the constitutional validity of sections 234A 
to C of the Act are concerned, the learned counsel, in the light of the 
♦K as above, has made an endorsement on the case bundle 

hat the petitioners are not pursuing the challenge for the time being 
*'^3s and that liability may be given to withdraw such 
request made, the writ petitions filed for 
vi. A the constitutional validity of the pro- 

visions of the Act referred to above shall stand hereby dismissed as 

tosLTof? that the 

of an\i A i • wn petitions shall not be construed as an expression 
of any opinion on the validity of the provisions themselves.* 

now unTefcZr''ir'‘’^''‘"r" the writ petitions 

now under consideration may also be disposed of on the same Unes as the 
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other batch of writ petitions referred to supra. Consequently, applying the 
ratio of the said decision, W.P. No. 1354 of 1993 for a writ of declaration 
challenging the constitutional validity of the provisions of the Act shall stand 
dismissed as withdraum and not pressed in view of the endorsement made 
in this case also, making it dear that the dismissal of the said writ petition 
shall not be construed as. an expression of any opinion on the validity of 
the provisions themselves. 

So far as W.P. No. 1353 of 1993 is concerned, the petitioner shall have 
liberty to move the concerned ITO/assessing authority or/and CBDT for 
appropriate relief and orders depending upon the nature of grievance and 
the relief that is sought for. As and when the petitioner in the above writ 
petition moves the CBDT or the authorities concerned, such authority shall 
consider the claim so made by the petitioner in the light of the directions 
issued in W.P. Nos. 2528 to 2539, etc., of 1993 dated 13.12.1993, of 
course, after giving notice and opportunity to the petitioner or his repre- 
sentative to represent his case and pass appropriate orders in accordance 
with law. This writ petition is finally disposed of on the above terms. No 
costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 115 (Guj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice G.T. Nanavati & 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice Y.B. Bhatt) 

IT Reference No. 139 of 1981 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Maharana Mills Ltd. 

For the Appellant B.J. Shelat and M.R. Bhatt 

For the Respondent K.H. Kaji 

Decided on 18.8.1993 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Assessee incurring expenditure on 

current repairs of guest house — Claim disallowed u/s 37(4) — 
Held, expenditure allowable u/s 30 — Such expenditure would 
not fall u/s 37. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 30, 37(1) and 37(4). 

ENTERTAINMENT EXPENDITURE — A.Y. 1976-77 — Assessee 
claiming expenditure incurred on messing and tea supplied to staff 
and visitors not to be entertainment expenditure — Held, expen- 
diture not on a lavish scale and allowable and not hit by section 

37(2)(b). 

Incomc-Uw Act, 1961 — Section 37(2)(b). 
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FACTS 

During the assessment proceedings for the A.Y. 1976-77, the assessee 
claimed deduction In respect of various items of expenditure. It had 
claimed deduction of Rs. 36,329/- being the rnessing expenses and part 
of tea expenses. They also claimed deduction of Rs. 69,076/- being the 
expenses Incurred on current repairs of the guest house Villa 7 at 
Porbandar. Both these expenditures were disallowed by the ITO on the 
ground that the first expenditure being In the nature of entertainment 
was required to be disallowed u/s 37(2B) of the Act and the other 
expenditure was not allowable u/s 37(4). The AAC disagreed with th/s 
view of the ITO and allowed both the claims. The Tribunal also confirmed 
the view taken by the AAC. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the expenditure which is referred to in clause 
(i) of sub-section (4) of section 37 is one which would be allowable as 
deduction u/s 37(1). In order to attract the provision of sub-section (4), 
it must first be cstabiished that it is an expenditure which is covered by 
section 37(1). Section 37(1) refers to expenditure: (i) which is not an 
expenditure of the nature described in section 30; (ii) which is not an 
expenditure of capital nature and (iii) which is not personal expenditure 
of the assessee. Since the expenditure in question was an expenditure in 
the nature described in section 30, it would not fall u/s 37(1). The expenditure 
which was incurred by the assessee in this behalf was not on a lavish scale. 
Thus, there was no element of entertainment expenditure in it and in view 
of the decision of this Court in CIT vs. Patel Bros. & Co. Ltd. (1977) 
106 ITR 424, the same was rightly held as allowable expenditure. 

' Cases referred to: 

1. CIT vs. Kaira Distt. Cooperative Milk Producers Union Ltd. (1991) 
105 Taxation 222 (Guj.); (1991) 192 ITR 608 (GuJ.) 

2. CIT vs. Ahmedabad Mfg. & Calico Printing Co. Ltd. (1992) 197 ITR 
538 (Guj.) 

3. CIT us. Patel Bros. & Co. Ltd. (1977) 106 ITR 424 (Guj.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(G.T. Nanauatl, J.) 

At the instance of the revenue, the Tribunal has referred the following three 
questions to this Court, under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
('the Act’), for its opinion : 

1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the, case, the 
amount of Rs. 69,076 being expenses incurred on current repairs 
of the guest house Villa 7 at Porbandar is not disallowable under 
section 37(4) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ? 


1 
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2. Whether, txn tiie facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
expenditure of Rs. 69,076 incurred on current repairs is allowable 
under section 30 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ? 

f 

3. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
expenditure of Rs. 36,329 on messing and tea cannot be disallowed 
as entertainment expenditure under section 37(2B) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 ?” 

During the assessment proceedings for the A.Y. 1976-77, the assessee 
claimed deduction in respect of various items of expenditure. It had claimed 
deduction of Rs. 36,329/- being the messing expenses and part of tea 
expenses. They also claimed deduction of Rs. 69,076/- being the expenses 
incurred on current repairs of the guest house Villa 7 at Porbandar. Both 
these expenditures were disallowed by the ITO on the ground that the first 
expenditure being in the nature of entertainment was required to be 
disallowed u/s 37(2B) of the Act and the other expenditure was not allowable 
u/s 37(4). 

The AAC disagreed with this view of the ITO and allowed both the claims. 

The revenue, therefore, approached the Tribunal by way of an appeal and 
in that appeal the Tribunal also confirmed the view taken by the AAC. 
It, therefore, moved the Tribunal for referring the above-stated three 
questions to this Court. 

As can be seen from the questions, question Nos. 1 and 2 pertain to the 
same expenditure of Rs. 69,076 being the expenses incurred on current 
repairs of the assessee’s guest house at Porbandar. What is contended by 
the learned counsel for the revenue is that Villa 7 maintained by the assessee 
at Porbandar was admittedly a guest house and, therefore, section 37(4) 
was attracted in this case, and that it was not open to the assessee to claim 
deduction of that amount under section 30 of the Act. This contention raised 
on behalf of the revenue cannot be accepted in view of the two decisions 
of this Court in CIT us. Kalra Distt. Co-operative Milk Producers Union 
Ltd. (1991) 192 ITR 608 and CIT vs. Ahmedabad Mfg. & Calico Printing 
Co. Ltd. (1992) 197 ITR 538. The view taken by this Court is that the 
expenditure which is referred to in clause (i) of sub-section (4) of section 
37 is one which would be allowable as deduction u/s 37(1). In order to 
attract the provisions of sub-section (4), it must first be established that 
it is an expenditure which Is covered by section 37(1). Section 37(1) refers 
to expenditure: (i) which is not an expenditure of the nature described in 
section 30; (ii) which is not an expenditure of capital nature and (ill) which 
is not personal expenditure of the assessee. Since the expenditure in question 
was an expenditure in the nature described in section 30, It would not fall 
u/s 37(1). The Tribunal was, therefore, right in taking the view that it was 
not disallowable under section 37(4) and that it was allowable under section 
30. 
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At regards the messing and tea expenses, It has been found as a matter 
of fact by the Tribunal that the meals which was supplied to staff members 
and visitors was quite simple. The Tribunal has specifically stated that the 
expenditure, whicl. was incurred by the assessee in this behalf was not on 
a lavish scale. Thus, there was no element of entertainment expenditure 
in it and in view of the decision of this Court in CIT vs. Patel Bros & 
Co. Ltd. (1977) 106 ITR 424, the same was rightly held as allowable 
expenditure as it was not hit by section 37(2B). 

We, therefore, answer all the three questions in the affirmative, that is against 
the revenue and in favour of the assessee. No order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 118 (Kar.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA 
(Before Hon’ble Chief Justice Mr. S.P.Bharucha & 
Hon'ble Mr. Justice K. Shivashankar Bhat) 
rr Reference Nos. 104 and 105 of 1987 

Commissioner of Income-tax 


For the Appellant 


H.M.T. Ltd. (No. 1) 

H. Raghavendra Rao and M.V. 
Seshachala 

For the Respondent K.P. Kumar 

Decided on 13.4.1992 

DEDUCTIONS — Assessee claiming deduction u/s 80J from profits 
and gains on newly established undertaking - Assessee claiming 
while computing capital employed value of assets and capital used 
for scientific research to be added ~ Revenue negativing the claim 

r I At ®®*®**®® Held, deduction u/s 80J to be computed 
ncluding the value of capital assets employed for scientific research. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 - Section 80J. 

profit o/s 80J 

clal oroflls — H«M undertakings are commer- 

u/s SOAR .. -I " eomputed In the manner laid down 

o/sSOABasdeachlndustrialundertaklngseparatetobeconsIdered. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 _ Sections 80J, 80-HH end 80AB. 

facts 

number ossessee and the revenue. A 

two questions which \ However, on/y the undermentioned 

<l^est,onlnvol^din^ *^Portant 

was right In law In hntAi 1 revenue Is whether the Tribunal 

ight in law In holding that deduction u/s 80J has to be computed 
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icluding the value of capital assets used for scientific purpose. The 
im of Rs. 44,10,303/-, admittedly, is the value of the capital assets 
^fating to scientific research. While working out the tfeductlon u/s 80J 
the Act in respect of the watch factory of the assessee, this was sought 
be excluded by the revenue on the ground that the term ‘actufil cost' 
sed In section 80J(lA)(II}{li) has to be understood In the manner stated 
1 section 43(1) of the Act and for this purpose Explanation 1 to section 
3(1) also will have to be considered. This Explanation In turn refers 
section 32(l)(ii)oftheAct which provides for depreciation on buildings, 
lachlnery, plant or furniture owned by the assessee and used for the 
urposes of business, etc. According to the revenue, when an asset Is 
sed in the business after it ceases to be used for scientific research 
dated to that business, the actual cost of the asset tq the assessee, 
then the said asset Is used in the business, therefore^ will be the value 
erlved after deducting the depreciation granted to the said asset when 
was used for scientific research. Section 35 of the Act provides for 
-.2 expenditure on scientific research and as per clause (Iv) of section 
5(1), in respect of expenditure on scientific research any expenditure 
f a capital nature on scientific research is allowed when It Is related 
D the business carried on by the assessee and sub-section (Z) provides 
or the computation of the deduction. When an assessee uses the assets 
or scientific research and avails of such deductions, according to the 
2 venue, the value of the asset would get reduced to the extent of the 
eductions by the time the asset Is diverted for user in the main business 
f the assessee. This contention was not accepted by the Tribunal. The 
'ribunal observed that, “It is not denied that the assets are still being 
sed for scientific research “ and, therefore, these assets are not entitled 
0 any depreciation at all but for a deduction u/s 35(l)(iu). The Tribunal 
jrther observed that, for the purpose of section 80J, the meaning of 
le term ‘actual cost’ stated In section 43(1) without reference to 
.xplanatlon 1 has to be applied. The Tribunal also has noted that It 
)Qs not the case of the revenue that the assets In question are not used 
or the business of the assessee, they cannot be excluded from the capital 
‘f the company. This was the view taken by the CIT (A) as well as by 
he Tribunal and the question before us was argued on the basis that 
his assumption Is factually correct. 

'he second question which was referred at the Instance of the assessee 
JQS whether the Tribunal was right In holding that for purposes of 
sections 80J and 80HH of the Act profits and gains from new under- 
aking are not commercial profits but such profits as are computed In 
he manner laid down under the Act pursuant to Section 80AB as if 
■ach undertaking was of separate assessee. 

DECISION 

h' Hr I'i-' PokH- ' 1 r T~rH tb hr *• r -tlr n h IH th" * th 
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120 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


[Vol. 126 


provisions of section 43(1) are quite clear when It says that the actual cost 
Is that w^ich is Incurred by the assessee. To the extent any portion of the 
cost Is met dire‘'tiy or indirectly by any other person or authority, to that 
extent the actual cost of the assessee gets reduced. A deduction granted 
u/s 35 cannot be equated to a situation where a portion of the cost is 
being met by a third party because section 35 provides only a statutory 
deduction under certain circumstances. The learned counsel for the revenue, 
however, sought to rely on Explanation 1. According to the learned counsel, 
when the assets ceased to be used for scientific research and a deduction 
is to be made u/s 32(l)(ii), the actual cost of the asset to the assessee would 
get reduced by the amount of deduction allowed u/s 35(l)(iv) and, according 
to the learned counsel, that is the situation involved here. The above 
contention ignores the scope of this Explanation. Explanation 1 isattracted 
only when a deduction has to be made u/^s 32(l)(ii). The applicability of 
the Explanation is confined to the particular situation stated therein. It 
nowhere extends to other situations wherein actual cost will have to be 
computed for any other purpose. Hence, It Is not possible for us to accept 
the contention of the learned counsel. Therefore, this question is answered 
in the affirmative and in favour of the assessee. With regard to the second 
question, the Hon’ble Court examined the matter in detail for the purpose 
of computing the deduction under any section in Part-C of Chapter VI- 
A of the Act, inspite of that section, the amount of income of the nature 
referred to in that other section shall alone be deemed to be the amount 
of Income of that nature. Mr. Kumar contended that section 80-1(6) is quite 
clear, elaborate and specific. That may be so, but a different phraseology 
used in section 80AB cannot deprive it of its content and full effect will 
have to be given to the language used by the section, however, clumsily 
, it may have been drafted. Therefore, the Tribunal was justified in holding 
that, for the purposes of sections 80 J and 80HH of the Act profits and 
gains of new undertakings are not commercial profits but only such profits 
as are computed in the manner laid down under the Act in pursuance of 
section 80AB, as if each undertaking was a separate assessee. The question 
referred to us is answered in the affirmative and in favour of the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. Bangalore Turf Club Ltd. (1984) 150 ITR 23 (Kar.), 

2. CIT us. H.M.T. Ltd. (No. 2} (1993) 203 ITR 818 (Kar.) 

3. CIT vs. Motor Industries Co. Ltd. (1988) 173 ITR 374 (Kar.) 

4. Raul Machine Tools (P) Ltd. ujr. CIT (1978) 114 ITR 459 (Kar.) 
Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(K. Shlvashankar Bhat, J.) 

In these references five questions are referred for our consideration at the 
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instance of the revenue and die sixth question is referrelj at the instance 
of the assessee. TTie references are under section 256(1) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (‘the Acf) pertaining to the assessment year 1981-82. The 
questions read thus; 

"1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal is right In law In upholding the order of the 
Commissioner (Appeals) who directed the Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner to allow depreciation on roads, walls and fences? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal is right in law in upholding the order of the 
Commissioner (Appeals) who directed the Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner to allow extra shift allowance on water system and 
sanitation ? 

3. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal is right in law in upholding the order of the 
Commissioner (Appeals) who directed the Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner to allow depreciation on capitalised loss on account 
of day-to-day fluctuation in foreign exchange rates ? 

4. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal is right in law in allowing the assessee’s claim 
for deduction under section 35(l)(iv) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 
in respect of the value of capital work-lh-progress, machinery and 
equipment in transit and under erection at the assessec’s research 
and development division ? 

5. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal is right in law in upholding the order of the. 
Commissioner (Appeals) whoheld that deduction under section 80J 
has to be computed including the value of capital asset of 
Rs. 44,10,303 ? and 

6. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal is right in law in holding that for purposes of 
sections 80J and 80HH of the Act, profits and gains from new 
undertakings are not commercial profits but such profits as are 
computed in the manner laid down under the Act pursuant to section 
80 AB as if each undertaking was a separate assessee ?” 

The first four questions need not detain us because they are all covered 
by one or the other decision of this Court. 

The first question is covered by the decision of this Court in C/T vs. 
Bar\galore Turf Club Ltd. (1984) 150 ITR 23. Following the said decision, 
the question is answered in the affirmative and in favour of the zKsessee. 

The second question is covered by the decision rendered in the very 
assessee’s case in C/T us. H.M.T. Ltd. (No. 2) (1993) 203 ITR ITR 818 
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(Kar.) (infra). Following the said decision, die question is answered in the 
affirmative and in favour of the assessee. 

The third question is covered by the decision of this Court In C/T us. Motor 
Industries Co. Ltd. (1988) 173 ITR 374. Following the said decision, the 
question is answered in the affirmative and In favour of the assessee. 

The fourth question is covered by the decision of this Court in Ravi Machine 
Tools (P) Ltd. vs. CIT (1978) 114*'459. Following the said decision, the 
question is answered in the affirmative and in favour of the assessee. 

Re. : Question No. 5 : 


The sum of Rs. 44,10,303/-, admittedly, is the value of the capital assets 
relating to scientific research. While working out the deduction u/s 80J 
of the Act In respect of the watch factory of the assessee, this was sought 
to be excluded by the revenue on the ground that the term ‘actudl cost’ 
used in section 80J(lA)(II)(ii) has to be understood in the manne/^ stated 
in section 43(1) of the Act and for this purpose Explanation 1 tc «.ectlon 
43(1) also will have to be considered. This Explanation in turn refers to 
section 32(l)(ii) of the Act which provides for depreciation on buildings, 
machinery, plant or furniture owned by the assessee and used for the 
purposes of the business, etc. According to the revenue, when an asset 
is used in the business after it ceases to be used for scientific research related 
to that business, the actual cost of the asset to the assessee, when the said 
asset is used in the business thereafter, will be the value derived after 
deducting the depreciation granted to the said asset when it was used for 
scientific research. 


Section 35 of the Act provides for the expenditure on scientific research 
and as per clause (iv) of section 35(1), in respect of expenditure on scientific 
research, any expenditure of a capital nature on scientific research is allowed 
when it is related to the business carried on by the assessee and sub-section 
2) provides for the computation of the deduction. When an assessee uses 

to the revenue the value of the asset would get reduced to the extent of 
oAhe assessee^ "" """ 


This contention was not accepted by the Tribunal. The Tribunal observes 
and ’ th before AAs ^ scientific research” 

for the purpose of section 7 h ' ^ ^ observed that. 

In action 43(1) without refore; /to SoZoltf’^lT' “f ' 

Tribunal al„ has noted that /was oof h , / ° 

assets in question are not used for the h? i" that the 

since these assets are also used for the h ^ industrial undertaking; 

be excluded from the capital of thi r cannot 

capital of the company. This was the view taken by 
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the Commissioner (Appeals), as well as by the Tribunal and the question 
before us was argued on the basis that this assumption is factually correct. 

Section 80J provides for deduction in respect of profits and gains from 
newly established industrial undertakings, etc. For this purpose, the capital 
employed In the industrial undertaking of the assessee will have to be 
computed in the manner specified in sub*section (lA). This again takes us 
to sub-clause (ii) of section 80 J(1A){11). According to this, the value of the 
assets shall be ascertained thus : *‘in the case of assets acquired by purchase 
and not entitled to depreciation, their actual cost to the assessee” . Explanation 
1 states that, “In this clause, 'actual cost’ has the same meaning as in clause 
(1) of section 43". There Is no dispute that these provisions govern the 
instant case and, therefore, the only question actually that would survive 
for consideration will be the scope of the Explanation pertaining to the 
term 'actual cost' which takes us to section 43. to the extent it is relevant 
for our purpose, reads thus; 

“Definitions of certain terms relevant to income from profits and 
gains of business or profession. - In sections 28 to 41 and in this 
section, unless the context otherwise requires - 

(1) ‘actual cost’ means the actual cost of the assets to the assessee, 
reduced by that portion of the cost thereof, if any, as has been met 
directly or Indirectly by any other person or authority: 

Provided that where the actual cost of an asset, being a motor car which 
is acquired by the assessee after the 31st day of March, 1967, but before 
the 1st day of March, 1975, and is used otherwise than in a business 
of running it on hire for tourists, exceeds twenty-five thousand rupees, 
the excess of the actual cost over such amount shall be Ignored, and 
the actual cost thereof shall be taken to be twenty-five thousand rupees. 

Explanation 1 : Where an asset is used in the business after it ceases 
to "be used for scientific research related to that business and a deduction 
has to be made under clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of section 32 in respect 
of that asset, the actual cost of the asset to the assessee shall be the 
actual cost to the assessee as reduced by the amount of any deduction 
allowed under clause (iv) of sub-section (1) of section 35 or under any 
corresponding provision of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922 (11 of 
1922).” 

The main provisions of section 43(1) are quite clear when it says that the 
actual cost is that which Is incurred by the assessee. To the extent any 
portion of the cost is met directly or Indirectly by any other person or 
authority, to that extent the actual cost of the assessee gets reduced. A 
deduction granted u/s 35 cannot be equated to a situation where a portion 
of the cost is being met by a third party because section 35 provides only 
a statutory deduction under certain circumstances. The learned counsel for 
the revenue, however, sought to rely on Explanation 1. According to the 
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learned counsel, when the assets ceased to be used for scientific research 
and a deduction is to be made u/s 32{1)(H), the actual cost of the asset 
to the asessee would get reduced by the amount of deduction allowed 
u/s 35(l)(iv) and, according to the learned counsel, that is the situation 
Involved here. 


The above contention ignores the scope of this Explanation. Explanation 
1 is attracted only when a deduction has to be made u/s 32(l)(ll). The 
applicability of the Explanation is confined to the particular situation stated 
therein. It nowhere extends to other situations wherein actual cost will have 
to be computed for any other purpose. Hence, it is not possible for us 
to accept the contention of the learned counsel. Therefore, this question 
is answered in the affirmative and In favour of the assessee. 

Re. : Question No. 6 : 


Section 80AB of the Act was introduced with effect from 1.4.1981, and 
therefore, it governs the assessment year in question. On this aspect, there 
is no dispute. The section reads as follows : 

“Deductions to be made with reference to the Income included In 
the gross total Income - Where any deduction Is required to be made 
or allowed under any section (except section SOM) included in this 
Chapter under the heading 'C - Deductions in respect of certain incomes’ 
in respect of any income of the nature specified in that section which 
Is included in the gross total income of the assessee, then, notwith- 
standing anything contained in that section, for the purpose of computing 
the deduction under that section, the amount of income of that nature 
as computed in accordance with the provisions of this Act (before making 
any deduction under this Chapter) shall alone be deemed to be the 
amount of income of that nature which is derived or received by the 
assessee and which is Included in his gross total income.” 

This say that, for the purpose of computing the deduction under any section 
n Part-C of Chapter VI-A of the Act, in spite of that section, the amount 
of income of the nature referred to in that other section shall alone be 

that irt o contended 

sec 10^80 IffiH I compared with s. 80AB and pointed out that 

^ and specific. That my be so but 

it of Its content 

and full effect will have to be given to the language used by the Action 

the Act profits and of sections 80J and 80HH of 

but only such orofits^a.! a ° undertakings are not commercial profits 

assessee. The question referred to u! 1 ‘undertaking was a separate 
In favoMr of the revenue. answered In the affirmative and 

The references are, accordingly, answered. 
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Balak Ram (HUF) vs. CIT (Dei.) . 

(1995) 126 Taxation 125 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice K. Shlvashankar Bhat & 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice D.K. Jain) 

IT Reference No. 271 of 1977 
Balak Ram (HUF) 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income*tax 

For the Appellant None 

For the Respondent B. Gupta and D.N. Malhotra 

Decided on 25.8.1994 

HINDU UNDIVIDED FAMILY — Assessee deriving remuneration 
as director of a company — Prior to conversion of company a 
partner in the firm -7 Firm converted to company — All the funds 
invested by the company — Articles of association appointing 
assessee as managing director for life — Assessee claiming income 
to be taxed in his individual hand — Held, Income receiv^ with 
the aids of hinds of HUF — Income rightly taxed In the hands 
of the HUF. 

InCome-tax Act, 1961 — Section 4. 

FACTS 

The funds for the allotment of the shares In the compani/ to director 
and his son were the funds of the assessee-HUF ; and 12) that the said 
revenue received fay Balak Ram, the karta of the assessee-HUF, from 
the company in question, has been taxed in the hands of the assessee- 
HUF right upto the accounting period relevant to the A.Y. 1971-72. 
The history of the formation of the company also shows that out of 
the larger HUF, the smaller HUF formed the partnership and subse- 
quently converted themselves into a limited company. In these circum- 
stances the articles of association of the company specifically provided 
for, Balak Ram to be appointed os Director for life' The Tribunal 
ultimately concluded that the remuneration paid to said Balak Ram 
belonged to the HUF. Here the assessee-HUF owns at least 1/2 shares 
of the company. The company was floated with the funds of the family. 
Balak Ram himself contributed nothing. The remunerations payable to 
him were fixed under the articles of association. The remuneration 
received In the past by Balak Ram has beerfi credited to the account 
of the family and not to his personal account. 

DECISION 

1 

The Hpn'Ue Court held that the income received by a member of a Hindu 
undivided family from a firm or a cotnpany in which fun 'Is of the Hindu 
undivided family are invested, even though the income 'may be partially 



126 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


IVoL 126 


traceable to personal exertion of the member, is taxable as the income of 
the Hindu undivided family, if it Is earned by detriment to the family funds 
or with the aid or assistance of those funds, otherwise it is taxable as the 
member’s separate income. 

Case referred to : 

P.N. Krishna Iyer os. CIT (1969) 73 ITR' 539 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(K. Shiuashankar Bhat, J.) 

This is a reference under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the 
Act’) in respect of the assessment year 1972-73, at the instance of the 
assessee. The question referred reads as follows; 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was right in holding that the remuneration received by Shri Balak Ram, 
karta of the assessec-HUF, was assessable in assessee’s hands?” 

The Tribunal in its order states that it was not in dispute that (1) that the 
funds for the allotment of the shares in the company tO Balak Ram (Director) 
and his son Vijay Kumar were the funds of the assessee-HUF ; and (2) that 
the said revenue received by Balak Ram, the karta of the assessee-HUF, 
from the company in question, has been taxed in the hands of the assessee- 
HUF right upto the accounting period relevant to the A.Y. 1971-72 and 
that this revenue received by Balak Ram and other income of the assessee- 
HUF were being merged wity each other. The history of the formation of 
the company also shows that out of the larger HUF, the smaller HUF formed 
the partnership and subsequently converted themselves into a limited company. , 
Thus, the respective shares of all concerned persons certainly belonged to 
the erstwhile larger HUF. It is in these circumstances and having regard 
to the facts that the articles of association of the company specifically 
provided for Balak Ram to be appointed as Director for life, the Tribunal 
ultimately concluded that the remuneration paid to said Balzik Ram belonged 
to the HUF. The relevant finding of the Tribunal Is as follows : 

Here the assessec-HUF owns at least 1/? shares of the company. The 
company was floated with the funds of the family. Balak Ram himself 
contributed nothing. Balak Ram was appointed as Director under the 
articles of association of the company. The remunerations payable to 
him were fixed under the articles of association. The remuneration 
received in the past by Balak Ram has been credited to tfie accourit 
of the family and not to his personal account. On these facts an Irresistible 
conclusion emerges that Balak Ram became the managing director 
because of the Joint shares held by his family and not on account of 
any personal qualification and that the remunerations paid to him were 
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the income of the assessee-HUF. Ev^ if there was some element of 
personal service, that would not chang^ the character of the income.” 

We do not find any error in the approach of the Tribunal. The finding is 
fully Justified in view of the decision of the Supreme Court in P.N. Krishna 
Iyer vs. CIT (1969) 73 ITR 539. The relevant test had been propounded 
by the Supreme Court as follows : 

“Income received by a member of a Hindu undivided family from a firm 
br a company in which funds of the Hindu undivided family are invested, 
even though the income may be partially traceable to personal exertion 
of the member, is taxable as the income of the Hindu undivided family. 
If it is earned by detriment to the family funds or with the aid or assistanee 
of those funds; otherwise it is taxable as the member’s separate income.” 
(p. 539) 

In view of the above, we have no hesitation in agreeing with the conclusion 
reached by the Tribunal. The question referred to us is answered in the 
affirmative and in favour of the revenue. No costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation lls? (Mad.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT Of MADRAS 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice Gulab C. Gupta & 

Hon'ble Mr-. Justice Thanlkkachalam) 

Tax Case No. 708 of 1982 
Conimissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

! T.G.K. Raman 

For the Appellant N.V. Balasubramanian 

For the Respondent P.P.S. Janardhana Raja 

Decided on 25.8.1994 

CLUBBING OF INCOME — Assessee c^reating trust for the benefit 
of minor son — Trust deed providing benefit to be passed on to 
the son only after his attaining age of 21 years — Trustees 
prohibited to pay any money, confer any ^benefit or transfer any 
asset to their beneficiary unless attaining such age Revenue 
including dividend income in the hands of the father — Held, no 
income accrued to the minor and dividend income not taxable in 
the hands of the assessee. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 64(l)(v). 

FACTS 

During the AY. 1965-66, the assessee created a trust of 3200 shares 
for the berjefit of his minor son. The income from the trust was to go 
to the son only after attaining the age of maforfty. No benefit was to 
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pass to the son during his minority and the trustees were also debarred 
from conferring any right In respect of such assets on the minor. The 
department Included the Income from dividend In the hands of the father. 
It was argued by the department that since the Income was to go fo 
the minor only on attaining majority, till that time It belonged to the 
assesee. It was alternatively argued that It was an Indirect transfer to 
the minor. The AAC and the Tribunal upheld the contention of the 
assessee and held that no Income was to be added In the hands of the 
father. Being aggrieved, the revenue filed reference. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that since the benefit of the trust would not go 
to the minor during his minority and the trustees have no power to pay 
any money or transfer any asset or copfer any benefit on the beneficiary 
before he attained the age of 21; Neither the corpus nor the interest 
occurring therefrom thus vested with the minor during his minority. No 
doubt Section 64(l)(vil) applies even if the trust is for deferred benefit of 
the minor but deferred benefit means benefit deferred to the subsequent 
accounting year in which the telxabie Income is nol deferred beyond minority. 
In other words, the benefit has to go to the minor during minority if the 
provisions of Sec. 64(l)(vii) are to be applied. Here the income is accu- 
mulated and added to the corpus and both the increased corpus or the income 
has to be given to the minor after attaining majority. The Tribunal was 
thus justified in holding the Income arising out of the shares belonging to 
the trust was not taxable in the hands of the assessee who w>as the father 
of the minor. 


Cases referred to: 


1. Yogindraprasad N. Mafatlal vs. PIT (1977) 109 ITR 602 (Bom.) - 

2. Addl. PIT us. M.K. Doshl (1980) 122 ITR 499 (Guj.) 

3. CIT vs. T. Ponnaiah (1988) 172 ITR 269 (AP) 

4. CIT vs. M.D. Veeranarasimhalah fl988).Taxatk>n 91(3) (Kar.); (1988) 
174 ITR 435 (Kar.) 

5. CIT vs. Manllal DhanJI (1962) 44 ITR 876 (SC) 

6. Chhanganlal Bald vs.CIT (1971) 79 ITR 258 (Cat.) 

7 . CWT us. Seth Yogindraprasad N. Mafatlal (1988) Taxation 90(3) 177 
(Bom); (1988) 170 ITR 648 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 


JUDGMENT 

(Thanlkkachalam, J.) 

At the instance of the department, the Tribunal has referred the following 
question for the opinion of this Court under section 256(1) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 ( the Act’) for the assessment year 1975-76 : 
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"Miether, on the (acts and in the circumstances of die case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was right In excluding the sum of Rs. 1,472 teing 
the dividend in respect of the share dealt with by the assessee under 
the settlement deed dated 26.3,1974 included' under section 64(,1)M 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961?" 

In the assessment year under consideration, die assessee had transferred 
3,200 shares In Rane Brake Linings Ltd. to a discretionary trust created 
on 27.3. 1974 for the benefit of his minor son T.G.G. Raman. Relying upon 
section 64(l)(v) of the Act, the ITO Included the income arislt^ out of the 
shares In the heuids of the assessee for the assessment year under con-« 
sideratlon. On appeal, fdloWing his eariier order, die AAC directed the 
rrO to exclude the dividend income arising out of the value of the shares 
transferred to the trust. On appeal, the Tribunal confirmed the order passed 
by the AAC in deleting the dividend income 'arising out of the shares 
transferred by the assessee to the trust for the benefit of his minor son. 

Before us, the learned standing counsel for the Income-tax Department 
contended that even though the amounts were payable to the beneficiary 
only after he attained the age of 21, the money was held for the benefit 
of the minor being accumulated during the period of his minority. The mere 
fact that it was to be received by the minor after he attained the age‘ of 
21 did not make the settlement ineffective. The income from the said shares 
accrued to the minor only, the enjoyment thereof was postponed. Alter- 
natively it was submitted that under the trust deed the income from the 
trust was to go to the son only after attaining majority. Till that time it 
belonged to the assessee, the amount not having been transferred to the 
beneficiary. It was further pointed out that there was difference in wordings 
between,the provisions of 1922 and 1961 Acts. Under the later Act even 
the conferment of deferred benefit on the minor brought the section into 
operation. 

The learned counsel appearing for the assessee pointed out that there was 
not even a deferred payment in this case to the minor, that the payment 
was clearly being made only to a major and, hence, the provisions of section 
64 have no application at all. Therefore, according to the learned counsel 
for the assessee, even according to the trust deed, the income from the 
trust was to go to the son only after his attaining majority. It was, therefore, 
pleaded that the trust was created not for the benefit of the minor but for 
the benefit of the major even though at the relevant point of time, he was 
a minor. Hence, it was submitted that the Tribunal was correct In deleting 
the dividend income instead of Including die same In the hands of his father 
under section 64(1 Xv). 

We have heard the rival submissions. Qause 6 of the trust deed states as 
under ; 

“Nothing In this indenture shall be deemed or construed to confer any 
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right of the beneficiary to receive any payment or benefit under the 
trust until after he has attained the age of 21 years and Ihe trustees 
shall have no power to pay any money or transfer any assets or confer 
any benefit on the beneficiary before he attains the said age of 21." 

This would go to show that the benefit of the Trust would go to the minor 
not during his minority; but the benefit would go to him after he attains 
the age of 21 years. The trust shall have no power to pay any money or 
transfer any asset or confer any benefit on the beneficiary before the minor 
attains the age of 21. The trust deed further says that the corpus and the 
interest accrued thereon are not vested with the minor during his minority. 
Clause (vii) of section 64(1) applies even if the trust is for the deferred benefit 
of the minor child and the minor child derives no benefit under the trust 
in the accounting year. The deferred benefit here means benefit deferred 
to a year subsequent to the accounting year in which the income is taxable, 
so long as it is not deferred beyond the minority of the child. The reason 
is that section requires the income to be for the benefit of ...minor child, 
even when the benefit Is deferred; in other words, the benefit should go 
to the child now or later, but during his minority. Thus, clause (vii) of section 
64(1) would not apply if the income during the minority is to be accumulated 
and added to the corpus and the increased corpus or the income therefrom 
has to be given to the child after attaining majority. This was the view taken 
by the Bombay, Gujarat, Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka High Courts in 
the decisions Yoglndraprasad N. Mafatlal vs. CIT (1977) 109 ITR 602, 
Addl. CIT us. M.K. Doshi (1980) 122 ITR 499 (Guj.), CIT vs. T. Ponnalah 
(1988) 172 ITR 269 and CIT vs. M.D. Veeranarasimhalah (1988) 174 
TTR 435 (Kar.) respectively. The Tribunal in its decision followed the 
judgment of the Supreme Court In the case of CIT vs. Manllal Dhanjl (1962) 
44 ITR 876 wherein it was held that clause (vii) of section 64(1) would 
not%pplv if the income during the minority is to be accumulated and added 
to the corpus and the Increased corpus or the income therefrom is to be 
given to the child after attaining majority. This was held while Interpreting 
the provisions of section 16(3)(b) of the Indian lncome-t 2 uc Act, 1922. But 
on principle this decision would be applicable even while interpreting th.e 
provisions of section 64(l)(vii). The Tribunal has also followed another 
decision of the Calcutta High Court in the case of Chhaganal Bold us. 
CIT (1971) 79 ITR 258 wherein the Calcutta High Court also came to 
the same view as adumbrated by the Supreme Court In the abovesaid 
decision. 

Our attention was drawn to another decision of tfie Bombay High Court 
in CWT vs. Seth Yoglndraprasad N. Mafatlal (1988) 170 ITR 648 and 
it was submitted that this was in relation to the same trust which was 
considered in Yoglndraprasad 's case (supra). But it remains to be seen 
that the decision of the Supreme Court in Manila! DhanjTs case (supra) 
was not taken into consideration in Seth Yogindra Prasad's case (supra). 
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TMs d^isibn ptmesdi basis tl«s assutbptio^tha^ tha; ,b^ >uas 
for #»KS minor dai^ter. .The,po«iVcm4n ,^,jns^4,«a$e, Is 

different. A i;Haln>readlitgr)o{ the trust deed ia *iw 
to shbvV that' die henedtwae nc^ given to the minc^ d^'trirtS bU fn^norlty. 
But benefit tvas< given to the major son. If) that 1$ fp, the |i^ouli^ains . 
of section 64f IKtr) would not be api^icable to the facts the present case. 
So, even on the facts and in accordance with law, the order by 

the Tribunal in deleting in the Income arising out p( the. shares belonging 
to the tnist in the hands of the assesses who Is the father of the minor, 
is in order. Accordingly, we answer the question referred to us in the 
affirmative and against the department. Counsel fee Rs. 1,000. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 131 (All.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ALLAHABAD 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. R.K. Gulall & 

Hon'ble Justice Mr. S.C. Verma) 

IT Application No. 284 of 1992 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Sarvodaya Furnishers & Electricals (P) Ltd. 

Decided on 26-11-1993 

REFERENCE ^ ITO adding Rs. 50.000/- as Income from other 
sources — Tribunal deleting the amount after considering 
additional evidence — Tribunal holding identity of depositor, 
source of deposit proved — Revenue applying for reference — 
Reference application, rejected — Application filed before High 
Court for direction to Tribunal to refer the case — Held, Tribunal 
not considering evidence covering all matters — Evidence on 
essential matters i^tored — Fresh evidence admitted by Tribunal 
— Tribunal directed to refer the question of law. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS 

Sarvodaya Furnishers & Efectricafs (P) Ltd., Meerut, the respondent, 
Is Q private limited compani/ registered under the Conipanies Act The 
dispute is in respect of the A.Y. 1985-86, During the course of the 
assessment proceedings for that year the ITO noticed certain deposits 
In the account books of the assessee and one of such deposit was 
Rs. 50,000/- appearing the name ofRatlsh Chand Gupta. The ITO being 
not satisfied with the explanation of the assessee, brought tb tax the 
dejxfsit In qt^estlbn as the Income of the assessee as Income from 
undisclosed sources u/s BSofthelT Act. The assessment order wasupheld 
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bi> the CIT(A). The Tribunal deleted the addition soyJng that the identity 
of the depositer and the source of the deposit had been proved from 
the overwhelming evidence that had been placed before the CIT(A). It 
uKis contended that the Tribunal while recording Its decision has not 
addressed Itself to the various aspects on which the addition In question 
was made bp the ITO. Further, the additional evidence on which the 
Tribunal rested Its decision had not been admitted bp the CIT(A) which 
ivas filed before him. Moreover, the Tribunal acted upon the additional 
evidence on Its face value without directing anp Inquirp as to its correctness. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that their Jurisdiction was limited only to consider 
whether the order of the Tribunal died give rise to any question of law 
or not. The proposition stated by the learned Counsel for the assessee that 
the order of the Tribunal is concluded by findings of fact, as the deposit 
has been accepted as genuine, is not acceptable in the broad manner it 
is stated. At the same time is is a trite position of law that where the Tribunal 
docs not consider the evidence covering all the essential matter and bases 
its findings upon some evidence only, ignoring the other essential matters; 
or reaches it conclusion brushing aside the conclusions or the findings 
recorded by the authorities below without giving any reasons, in such a 
situation the findings of the Tribunal though of facts, are liable to be 
Interfered within the proceedings u/s 256 of the Act. The Hon'ble Court 
was, therefore, of the opinion that the order of the Tribunal did give rise 
to a question of law. Accordingly, the Tribunal was directed to draw up 
a statement of fact and to refer the aforesaid question for the opinion of 
the Court. 


, Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. Elekchand Jain (1988) 71 ITR 308 (MP) 

2. CIT vs. Raza Textiles Ltd. (1987) UPTC 1984 (All.) 

Full text of the Judsment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(R.K. Gulatl, J.) 

^e CIT, Meerut, has made^is application under s. 256(2) of the IT Act 

(for short, the ‘Act’) with a prayer that the Tribunal, New Delhi (Bcnch- 

f following question as a question of law 

to this Court for its opinion : ■ 

“Whether, in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal was legally 

appearing In the name of Shri Ratlsh Chand 

standing counsel and Shrl P.K. Jain who appeared 
on behalf of the respondent. 
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M/s Sarvodaya Furnishers & Electricals (P) Ltd., Meerut — the respondent- 
is a private limited company registered under the Companies Act. The 
dispute is in respect of the asst. yr. 1985'86. During the course of the 
assessment proceedings, for that year the ITO noticed certain deposits in 
the account books of the assessee and erne of such deposit was of Rs. 50,000 
appearing in the name of Ratlsh Chand Gupta. To substantiate the plea 
that the deposit in question was genuine and the money was taken on lo 2 ui, 
the assessee filed a confirmation from the depositor which was to the 
effect ; 

"I confirm the above account, I am assessed to income-tax in Circie- 

1(4), Meerut." 

An initial inquiry into the matter conducted by an fneome-tax Inspector 
revealed that there was no assessee by the name of Ratlsh Chand Gupta 
in the Circle mentioned in the confirmation. Subsequently the assessee 
submitted certain assessment order said to have been made in the name 
of the depositor. However, the ITO being not satisfied with the explanation 
of the assessee, he brought to teix the deposit in question as the income 
of the assessee from undisclosed source under s. 68 of the IT Act. 

In appeal the assessment order was upheld by theCITfA). On further appeal 
when the matter came before the Tribunal it deleted the addition by saying 
that the identity of the depositor and the source of the deposit had been 
proved from the overwhelming evidence that had been placed before the 
CIT(A). 

Learned standing counsel contended that the order of the Tribunal does 
give rise to a question of law proposed in the application. It was contended 
that the Tribunal while recording Its decision has not addressed itself to 
the various aspects on which the addition in question was made by the 
ITO. Further, the additional evidence on which the Tribunal rested its 
decision had not been admitted by the CIT(A) which w[as filed before him. 
It was contended that the Tribunal could not have relied upon the additional 
evidence without recording a finding that the CIT(A) had erred in rejecting 
the additional evidence. Moreover, die Tribunal acted upon the additional 
evidence on its face value without directing any inquiry as to its correctness. 

On a consideration of the assessment order we find that the ITO has referred 
to a number of circumstances in support of his conclusion that the deposit 
in question was not genuine. For instance, we found that there was no 
past assessment record of the depositor on 24th Sept., 1987 when he filed 
the confirmation not was he an assessee of Circle 1(4), Meerut, as asserted 
in the confirmation. It was found as a fact that for the first time on 7th 
Oct., 1987 returns of income for the asst. yrs. 1985-86 to 1987-88 were 
filed and the assessment was completed on 21st Oct., 1987. The income 
returned for those years was in the tune of Rs. 15,000 to Rs. 18, 100 under 
the head ‘Income from interest/commlssion/business” and no further details 
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were either given or were available. The process Server ndt serve 

the assessment order on the address given as thcctepbsltor was nbt traceable 
on that address. Thw deposit in question was made by chequfe and an Iriquflry 
revealed that the amount represented by deposit was debited Ih the current 
account held in the name of M.K. Gupta & Sons, in the Urtloti Barik of 
India Begum Bridge, Meerut. The depositor was also examined 6n oath. 
He denied that the signatures on the confirmation were made by him. He 
also denied the signatures on the return said to have been filed by him 
of the years mentioned above. He categorically stated that he was not 
assessed to tax. The current account on v^hlch the cheque was drawn, 
revealed that on 7th Dec. 1984 when the amount was debited In that 
account, there was also a credit entry on that date of Rs. 38,000 under 
the remarks ‘by clearing*. In the statement on oath the depositor, however, 
stated that he had made the deposit of Rs. 38,000 In cash. Subsequently, 
he stated that he may have Rs. 38,000 in cash to Sri Piyush Goel (director 
of the company) and he may have deposited the amount of Rs. 38,000 
in his account. He could not give the details about the source of Rs. 38,000 
which was deposited in his account on 7th Dec., 1984. Sri Piyush Goel 
was a close relation of the depositor. The ITO Issued a notice to the assessee 
requiring its reply on the aforesaid matters, but no reply was filed despite 
two adjournments were taken. Before the CIT(A) it appears that some 
additional evidence was filed which the CITfA) refused to entertain the same. 
It is not in dispute and it is also apparent from the order of the Tribunal 
that it has not addressed itself to the various matters on which the ITO 
based its conclusion. There is no finding recorded by the Tribunal that the 
CIT erred in refusing to entertain the additional evidence. There is also 
no finding that the additional evidence was of such a nature which required 
no further enquiry into its correctness. 

Learned counsel for the assessee contended that whether the deposit Is 
genuine or not. Is essentially a question of fact and the application is liable 
to be rejected on that ground, particularly, when the identity of the deposlter 
had been established. We will not like to comment on merits at this stage. 
Our jurisdiction is limited only to consider whether the order of the Tribunal 
does give rise to any question of law or not. The proposition stated by 
the learned counsel for the assessee that the of the Tribunal Is concluded 
findings of fact, as the deposit has been accepted as genuine. Is not 
acceptable to us in the broad manner it is stated. It Is true that in the hierarchy 
of authorities under the Act, the Tribunal is a final fact finding body and 
Its decision on question of facts arc, ordinarily, not liable to be questioned 
in these proceedings. At the same time it is a trite position in law that 
where the Tribunal does not consider the evidence covering all the essential 
matters and bases Its findings upon some evidence only, ignoring the other 
ess^tiai matters; or reaches its conclusion brushing aside the cPncUiskms 
or tflfe findings recorded by the authorities below without giving any reasons. 
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in such a situation the findings of the ^Tribunal, though of facts, are liable 
to be interfered with in the proceedings under s. 256 of the Act. Likewise, 
where the Tribunal falls to conistder the grouhd of ftesH ^kiidlence in 
contravention of R. 46A, the order Of the Tribunal Will glvb rise to a question 
of law. This has been so held by a Division Bench Of the Madhya Pradesh 
High Couh in CIT os. El^kchahd Jain (1988} 171 ITR 308 (MP). In CIT 
us. Roza Textiles Ltd. (1987) UPTC 1984 fAll), a Division Bench of diis 
Court has held that an order of the Tribunal would give rise to a question 
of law where the Tribunal reverses the decision of the Revenue authorities 
in appeal without meeting the reasons recorded therein and the material 
referred in support thereof by the authorities below. 

In view of the aforesaid discussion, in our opinion, the order of the Tribunal 
does give rise to a question of law. Accordingly we direct the Tribunal to 
draw up a statement of fact and to refer the aforesaid question for the opinion 
of this Court. 

In the result the application succeeds and is allowed with costs which we 
assess at Rs. 150. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 135 (Bom.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Dr. B.P. Saraf & 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice D.R. Dhanuka) 

IT Reference No. 389 of 1981 

Commissioner of inemne-tax 
vs. 

Dorr Oliver (India) Ltd. 

For the Appellant ; Dr. V. Balasubramanian and J.P. Devadhar 

For the Respondent ; None 
Decided on : 30-9-1993 

SUR-TAX — Chargeable profits — Assessee claiming exclusion 
of interest received from banks from the chargeable profits — 
Condition that such receipt for the purpose of exclusion should 
be from Govt., local authority or Indian concern — Interest 
received by assessee from branches of foreign banks One of 
the conditions interest received from Indian concerns not satisfied 

— Interest received by assessee non-resident company which has 
not made prescribed arrangement for declaration and payment 
of dividend not excludible from computation of chargeable profits 

— Indian concern means a concern which is Indian in character 
Cannot be termed as Indian concern by reason of location in 

India. 

Companies (Profits) Sur-tax Act, 1964 — Clau% (x) of rule 1, Sch. I. 
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FACTS 


The assessee Is a non-resident company which had not made the prescribed 
arrangement fv - the declaration and payment of dividends within India. 
During the previous pear relevant to the A. Vs. 1972-73, 1973-74 and 
1974-75, the assessee received certain amounts bp wap of "Interest" from 
the First National Citp Bank and the Chartered Bank. The assessee 
claimed exclusion of the said amounts In computation of Its "chargeable" 
profits under the Companies {Profits) Surtax Act, 1964. The clairn of 
the assessee u;as rejected bp the lAC who made the assessment. The 
assessee went In appeal before the CIT(A) who upheld the order of the 
lAC. On further appeal to the Tribunal, the Tribunal decided In favour 
of the assessee. The controversp revolved round the Interpretation of 
clause (x) of Rule 1 of the First Schedule to the Sur-tax Act. 

DECISION 

A reading of the clause (x) of Rule 1 makes ft abundarrtly clear that In 
computing the chargeable profits of a non-resident company which has not 
made the prescribed arrangements for the declaration and payment of 
dividends within India, its Income by way of - 

(l) Interest ; or 

(ii) fees for rendering technical services, 
received from 


(a) Government, or 

(b) a local authority, or 

(c) any Indian concern 


IS to excluded from its total Income. The contention of the assess<>c 

interest’ appearing in clause (x) of Rule 1 of the' 
First Schedule to the Sur-tax Act stand by themselves and are not subject 
appearing thereafter, viz. ‘received from Government or 
According to the assessee. the abov« 
^interlS" “I ^ rendering technical services’ and not to 

clause 

of thTRevPm.? ^ ° *®;ec€ipt. On the other hand, the contention 

applicable to both tu ^ regarding the source of receipt is 

Court and ’fees’. The Hon’ble 

C^ndhiln rlarri contention of the assessee that the 

dltion regarding source or receipt is not applicable to ’interest’ The 

^as to be r«d « a »hoto In Z 
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Schedule as a whole, it Is abundantly clear that it deals with two types of 
receipts - one, receipt by way of ‘any interest’ and another, receipt by way 
of ‘fees for rendering technical services’. The Hon’ble Court was, therefore, 
of the clear opinion that interest received from a Govt, or a local authority 
or any Indian bank situated in India can be said to be exempt. On a careful 
consideration, the Hon’ble Court was of the opinion that the word ‘Indian 
concern’ means a concern which is Indian in character. A concern, which 
is not Indian, cannot be termed as ‘Indian concern’ merely by reason of 
its location in India. In view of the matter, the Hon’ble Court was of the 
opinion that the interest received by the assessee frqm the branches of 
the two foreign banks located in India cannot be deducted under Cause 
(x) of Rule 1 of the First Schedule Sur-tax Act. Accordingly, the reference 
was answered in favour of the revenue. 

Case referred to : 

Dr. J.M. MokashI us. CIT (1993) 115 CTR (Bom.) 73 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Dr. B.P. Saraf, J.) 

By this reference under s. 256(1) of the IT Act, 1961 r/w s. 18 of the 
Companies (Profits) Surtax Act, 1964, the Tribunal, at the instance of the 
Revenue, has referred the following question of law to this Court for opinion: 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was right in law in computing the chargeable profits for purjjoses of 
the Surtax Act, by excluding the interest received from the Indian 
branches of foreign banks as falling within Schedule to the Companies 
(Profits) Surtax Act, 1964 ?” 

The assessee is a non-resident company which had not made the prescribed 
arrangements for the declaration and payment of dividends within India. 
During the previous years relevant to the asst, yrs. 1972-73, 1973-74 and 
1974-75, the assessee received certain amounts by way of ‘interest’ from 
the First National City Bank and the Chartered Bank. The assessee claimed 
exclusion of the said amounts in computation of Its “chargeable profits" 
under the Companies (Profits) Surtax Act, 1964. The claim of the assessee 
was rejected by the lAC who made the assessment. The assessee went in 
appeal before the CrT(A). The C1T(A) upheld the order of the lAC. On 
further appeal to the Tribunal, theTribunal decided in favour of the assessee. 
It was held that the assessee was entitled to exclusion of the amounts received 
by it from the Indian branches of the two foreign banks in computation 
of its “chargeable profits" by virtue of cl. (x) of r. 1 of the Rrst Schedule 
to the’ Surtax Act. Hence, this reference at the instance of the Revenue. 

The controversy before us revolves round the interpretation of cl. (x) of 
r. 1 of the First Schedule to the Surtax Act. The facts of the case are not 
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Jn dispute. The asscssee is a non-resident company w*ich had not made 
the presertbed arrangements for the declaratton and payment of dividends 
wimin India. During the assessment years under reference, the asscssee 
received certain amounts by way of interest from the Indian branches of 
two foreign banks situated in India. Whether such interest falls Within ci. 
(x> of r. 1 of the First Schedule to the Surtax Act, 1964 Or not is the point 
at issue. Relevant portion of the First Schedule to the Surtax Act reads 
as under : 

‘THE FIRST SCHEDULE 
ISee s. 2(5)1 

Rules for computing the chargeable profits 

In computing the chargeable profits of a previous year, the total income 
computed for that year under the IT Act shall be adjusted as follows: 

1, Income, profits and gains and other sums falling within the following 
clauses shall be excluded from such total income, namely : 

XXX XXX XXX XXX 

(x) in the case of a non-resident company which has not made the 
prescribed arrangements for the declaration and payment of dividends 
within India, its Income by way of any interest or fees for rendering 
technical services received from Government or a local authority or any 
Indian concern: 

XXX XXX XXX xxx” 

A reading of the cl. (x) of r. 1 made it abundantly clear that in computing 
the chargeable profits of a non-resident company which has not made the 
prescribed arrangements for the declaration and payment of dividends within 
India, its income by way of : 

(i) interest, or 

(ii) fees for rendering technical services, 
received from : 

(a) Government, or 

(b) a local authority, or 

(c) any Iridian concern 

is to be excluded from Us total income. The contention of the assesses 
is.that the words “any interest” appearing In cl. (x) of r. 1 of the First Schedule 
to the Surtax Act stand by themselves and are not subject to the condition 
appearing thereafter viz., “received from Government or local authority or 
any Indian concern . According to the assessee, the above condition api^lles 
only to “fees for rendering technical services" and not to “interest" ' As 
a result, any interest received by the assessee falls in cl. (x) irrespective 
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of' die source of the receipH. Ot the other hand the tontentton of tine 
Revenue IS that the condtUOn fegandng the Source of receipt is applieat^ 
to both types of incom^i l.e. “interest" and “fees". ' . 

Wfi? have carefully considered the rival submissions. We find It difficult td 
afccept the contention of the aissessee that the condition regarding soiirce 
of receipt Is not applicable to “interest”. The expression “any” preceding 
the word “Interest", in our opinion, Is common to both “interest" and “fees". 
H is welhsettled rule of interpretation that a statutory' provision has to be 
read as a whole in the context in which it app>ears. Words, indicative of 
any exclusion or condition, in the absence of any intention to the contrary, 
have to be given full effect. If we read cl. (x) of r. 1 of the First Schedule 
as a whole, it is abundantly clear that It deals with two types of receipts-— 
one, receipt by way of “any interest” and another, receipt by way of “fees 
for rendering technical services". The condition specified therein that such 
receipts should be from Government or a local authority or any Indian 
concern applies to both types of receipts. This qualifying phrase is not 
intended to qualify “fees” alone but applies equally to “interest” referred 
to in the said rule. The expression “any” applies to both “interest’ and 
“fees” which means “any interest” or “any fees for rendering technical 
services". The condition in regard to source of receipt equally applies to 
Incomes falling under both the heads. We are, therefore, of the clear opinion 
that Interest received from a Government or a local authority or any Indian 
concern only can be excluded under cl. (x) of r.l. 

The next question that falls for determination is whether the branch of a 
foreign bank situated in India can be said to be an “Indian concern”. Wc 
had occasion to examine the true meaning of the expression “concern” 
In a recent decision in IT Ref. No. 98 of 1983 delivered on 13th July, 
1993 Dr. J.M. MokashI us. C/T [Since reported at (1993) 115 CIT (Bom.) 
731 wherein it was held ; 

“,,,The word concern is a word of wide import and takes within its 
sweep and ambitall organisationsor establishments, engaged in business 
or profession, whether owned by a company, partnership or any other 
entity." 

We are to find out here the true meaning of the expression “Indian concern” . 
The question is whether “every concern in India" can be held to be “Indlari 
concern" for the purposes of cl. (x) of r. 1 of the First Schedule to Surtax 
Act or it must be a concern which is Indian in character. On a careful 
consideration, we are of the opinion that the word “Indian concern” means 
a concern which is Indian in character. A concern, which is not Indian, 
cannot be termed as “Indian concern” mereby by reason of its location 
in India. Just as a foreign citizen cannot be said to be an Indian citizen 
by reason of his residence in India, the branches of a foreign concern situated 
In India cannot be held to be “Indian concern". This view of ours gets full 
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support from the decision of the Madras High Court In CIT vs. Cralgmore 
Land & Produce Co. Ltd. (1977) HO ITR 730 (Mad.). In that case, the 
Madras High Court was also required to interpret the expression “Indian 
concern” used in the very same cl. (x) of r. 1 of the Rrst Schedule to the 
Surtax Act. The facts of that case are also identical to the facts of the case 
before 4JS. Controversy in that case was also in regard to the exclusion of 
the amount of interest received by the asscssee from a branch of a foreign 
bank in India in computation of the chargeable profits for the purposes 
of Surtax Act. The question was whether the Indian branch of a foreign 
bank can be held to be an “Indian concern”. The Tribunal held that Ae 
Indian branch of the Mercantile Bank Ltd. , which was non-resident company 
Incorporated outside India, was a unit by itself managed by a local manager 
who had sufficient powers to manage it and hence this unit which carried 
on business in India can be held to be an “Indian concern”. On reference 
at the instance of the Revenue, the High Court reversed the finding of the 
Tribunal and held that the Mercantile Bank Ltd. being incorporated outside 
India and it being a non-resident company, its branch cannot be treated 
as an “Indian concern”. It was observed : 


“...the expression used is “Indian concern "and not “concern in India". 
If the expression used is “a concern in India’, it may be said that a 
mere geographical location in India or the situs of the concern in India 
is sufficient to bring the concern within the scope of the expression 
Indian concern". On the other hand, the expression used Is not “a 
concern in India", but “an Indian concern”. This different expression 
derives significance from the fact that there are provisions in the IT 
Act where the statute uses the expression “industrial undertaking in 
India" and not “Indian industrial undertaking" [see s. 10(15)(iv)(b) of 
the IT Act, 1961). Consequentli;, we have to give a meaning to the 
expression, “Indian concern" os distinguished from “a concern In 
India . As we have pointed out already, if the expression is “a concern 
in India , irrespective of the ownership, management or control, the 
« situation of the concern in the geographical area of 
India will be sufficient to make the concern fall within the scope of the ’ 
express on. On the other hand, the word “Indian" means “belonging 
or re/atfng to India" or “of India". The expression “o/ India" is 

tlt T -“‘'I’ f relationship with India than 

the nrn7T Consequently, for the purpose of applying 

heprou s/on inquestion, itis notenough iftheconcern Is functioning 

ofthT ” ndia but the Ownership, management and control 
o/ the concern .must be substantially In India. Admittedly in this case 

«idlTcom IndlaUnd Tt is a?o": 

res dent company. Hence, simpjy because it has got a branch in India 
that branch cannot be termed to be an Indian concern." 


[Emphasis, Itallclsedl 
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The teamed counsel for the assessee referred to cl. (vtii) of r. 1 wherein 
the words '^Indian company” have been used to show that wherever the 
legislature intended to confine the expression to “Indian company”, it had 
specifically used the expression “Indian company". The submission of the 
teamed counsel, in other words, is thaf the “Indian concern" in this context 
has to be read as “concern in India”. We do not find any force in the above 
submission of the learned counsel for the assessee. The expression “Indian 
company” has-been defined in s. 2(26) of the IT Act, 1961 to mean “a 
company formed and registered under the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 
1956)”. The above definition clearly goes to show that the legislature by 
the use of the expression “Indian company” really intended to mean 
“companies which ztre registered In India” and not “companies which are 
carrying on business in India”. If we take the analogy of the above definition 
of “Indian company” into consideration, the expression “Indian concern” 
will also mean a “concern’ — Indian in character. 

In that view of the matter, we are of the opinion that the interest received 
by the assessee from the branches of the two foreign banks located in India 
cannot be deducted under cl. (x) of r. 1 of the First Schedule to ^e Surtax 
Act. 

♦ 

In that view of the matter, we answer the question in the negative, i.e., 
in favour of the Revenue. 

Before parting with the case, we deem it necessary to deal with one more 
contention of the assessee that the Tribunal having not given any decision 
on the interpretation of the expression “Indian concern” appearing in cl. 
(x) of r. 1, this Court should not decide this point itself but remand the 
matter to the Tribunal with a direction to it to decide the matter afresh. 
We have considered the above submission of the learned counsel for the 
assessee. We, however, do not find any merit in it. The question of law 
in issue between the parties in this case is whether the interest received 
by the assessee from the Indian branches of foreign banks could be excluded 
in computing the chargeable profits for the purpose of surtax under cl. (x) 
of r. 1 of the First Schedule. The answer to this question depends on 
interpretation of cl. (x) of r. 1 . Whether the branches of foreign banks situated 
in India can be said to be an “Indian concern” or not is one of the essential 
aspects of the question which was also urged before the Tribunzd. Once 
such broad question is referred, the High Court is not required to limit 
itself only to the particular aspect on which decision was given by the 
Tribunal. It is well-settled that once a question has been referred to the 
High Court, there is no limitation that the reference should be limited to 
those aspects of the question which were argued before the Tribunal or 
decided by the Tribunal. All aspects may be argued and considered where 
the question involves more than one aspect. As observed by the Supreme 
Court in CIT os. Scindfa Steam I^aolgatlon Co. Ltd. (1961) 42 TTR 589 
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(SQ a question of law might be simple one having its Impact ait^e^int 
or If may be complex one, trenching over an atea with the apptoiidies 
leading to different points therein. Such a question might fnvWveiVicrrfe^ltan 
one aspect, required to be tackled from diffcrerit stahd-poihtl Ft’ wtH be 
an over-refinement of the position to hold that each aspect of a question 
Is itself a distinct question for the purpose of s. 256 of the Ad. Once such 
a question Is referred, it Is open to the High Court tb consider aff aspfects 
thereof. Reference may also be made to the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Indore Malwa United Mills Ltd. vs. CIT (1966) 59 ITR 738 (StT). In 
this case, the question of law in issue between the patsies and rcfeired to 
the High Court was the broad question whether or not the asseStee was 
liable to pay tax on the ground that the sale proceeds Inchidlng'the profits 
of the sale were received by the assessee in British India, the Supreme Court 
held that In such a case the revenue authorities might be permitted to urge 
for the first lime at the hearing of the reference that, on the facts iound 
by the Tribunal, the post office was the agent of the assessee for the purpose 
of receiving the cheques representing the sale proceedings and the assessee 
received the sale proceeds in British India where the cheques were posted 
though, this aspect of the question was not argued before the Tribunal and 
that the only point argued there was that the sale proceeds were received 
at Bombay where the cheques were encashed. The Supreme Court held 
that the question referred was not narrow one so as to exclude consideration 
of the contention that the assessee received the sale proceeds through its 
agent, the post office in British India. It was, therefore', held thatfhe Revenue 
authorities can raise this contention for the first tlrne in the High Court. 
Jn the Instant case, the true meaning of the expression “Indian concern" 
was specifically urged before the Tribunal arid it is an important aspect 
of the question referred to this Court. We hai^e, therefore, no hesitation 
in holding that such an aspect can be gone Into and decided by the High 
Court even if it had been decided upon by the Tribunal. 

Accordingly, this reference is answered in favour of the Revenue. No order 
as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 142 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice AJit K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen) 
rr Reference No, 155 of 1991 
Commissioner of lncQme*tox 

vs. . 

Walter Bushnell (P) Ltd. 

Decided on 21-4-1994 ( 

DEDUCTIONS — Assessee claiming to have set up new industrial 
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AssesffM claknlng , imll, with 

altfiHBetbei! fiew l^uilcU^ ai]4 fresh Mivestin^nts Also 

clsilailng: numl^riof ^h^mlsts and wprlcmen. employed in Ute unit 

— Claim of the assessee rejected on the ground that, in tl^e balance 
she^ no.bl furcation to show which plant ^djmachineries installed 
for new unit — CIT(A) holdhig rerconstruction pf existing buviness 

— Claim accepted by Tribunal and finding recorded, about bistal- 

lation of new machinery — Held, the findings arrived by the 
Tribunal not. controverted THbuhal rightly allowing claihi of 
the assessee. ■ 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 80J. 

FACTS 

This reference relates to the Income-tax assessments of the assessee 
companif for the two preulous i;ears corresponding to the A:Ys. 

1 981 -82 and 1 982-83. The assessee compan}^ claimed deduction u/s 80J 
of the Act In respect of Its new unit at Konnagar which was set up for 
the manufacture of pharmaceutical formulations like Tetracycline 
Capsules, Doxycycline Capsules, Chloramphenicol Capsules and AmpIclUln 
Capsules. The ITO did not allow the claim of the assessee company on 
the alleged ground that the assessee has not been able to prove that 
It had Introduced fresh capital In Its new unit, that the new unit yielded 
additional profit arising from manufacture and/or production of new 
articles, that requisite labour force was employed (n the new unit and 
that the new unit was separate and distinct from Its existing Industrial 
unit. It was submitted that the new industrial unit at Konnagar was set 
up In an altogether new building which was constructed for this purpose 
In the year 1 977 and this unit was separate and distinct from the existing 
unitengaged In the manufacture of aspirin, detallsof plant and machineries 
Installed In the new unit engaged in the manufacture of' pharmaceutical 
products were also furnished before the CIT(A). The CIT(A), however, 
observed that- In the balance sheet, there was ho bifurcation to show 
which plant and machineries were installed. The ClT(A)held and observed 
that the new unit was nothing but a case o/ reconstruct loh of Its existing 
busipess. The Tribunal upheld the claim of the assessee company and 
observed ibat the CJT(A) was not fustifted In rejectirrg the claim of the 
assessee for deduction u/s 80J. 

DECISION 

The Hon’hle Court found that the Tribunal had^d^wed fhe assjessee's claim 
for deduction u/s SOJ based upon certain findings pf . fact, none of which 
were under challenge before them in this reference..^ Tbc Tribunal had clearly 
found ’that the assesses had set up a npw, industrial,. unit fpr manufacture 
of pJw*naoeutiqal products and that new pjant and machineries were 
installed in his new unit which was engaged in the manufacture of 
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Tetracycline Capsules, Doxycyclinc Capsules, Chlorarrtphenlcal Capsules 
and Ampiclllln Capsules. These are all findings of fact recorded by the 
Tribunal. These facts constitute the condition precedent which should entitle 
the assessee to the benefit of section 80J. In view of this, the Hon'ble Court 
found that there was no merit in the revenue’s reference In this case. The 
Hon’ble Court, therefore, answered both the questions referred by the 
Tribunal at the Instance of the revenue in this case in the affirmative and 
in favour of the assessee. 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Apt K. Sengupta.'J.) 

In this reference made at the instance of the revenue, the Tribunal has 
referred the following questions for the opinion of this Court under section 
256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 {‘the Act’): 

“1. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal is justified in holding that the assessee is entitled to the 
deduction under section 80J of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ? 

2. Whether, the decision of the Tribunal that the assessee is entitled 
to the deduction under section 80J is based on the materials 
available before the Assessing Officer and the Commissioner 
(Appeals)?" 

This reference relates to the income-tax assessments of the assessee- 
company for the two previous years corresponding to the assessment years 
1981-82 and 1982-83. The assessee-company claimed deduction under 
section 80J of the Act in respect of its new unit at Konnagar which was 
set up for the manufacture of pharmaceutical formulations like Tetracycline 
Capsules, Doxycycllne Capsules, Chloramphenical Capsules and Ampiciilin 
Capsules. The ITO did not allow the claim of the assessee-company on 
the alleged ground that the assessee has. riot been able to prove that it 
had introduced fresh capital in its new unit, that the new unit yielded 
additional profit arising from manufacture and/or production of new articles, 
that requisite labour force was employed in the new unit and that the new 
unit was separate and distinct from Its existing industrial unit. 

Commissioner (Appeals) it was. inter alia, submitted 
on tehalf of the assessee-company that it had Invested fresh capital of 
Ks. 10 lakhs by issuing new 1 lakh equity shares of Rs. 10 each. It was 
^so submltt^ed that new products like Deltron, Fervit, Amolox, Symasal, 
aoxacillln Capsules and Mctakelfic tablets are produced in the new industrial 
undertaklrig. As regards the employment of labour. It was submitted that 
four ^ernists and a number of workmen were employed in the new industrial 
undertaking which started production In 1978 in terms of new licence 
o an 977. It was also explained that the assessee-company had 
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two units, one of which manufactured aspiring and the other new unit was 
engaged in manufacturing pharmaceutical products. It v'as also submitted 
that the new industrial unit at Konnagar was set up in an altogether new 
building which was constructed for this purpose in the ypar 1977 and this 
unit was separate and distinct from the existing unit engaged In the manufacture 
of aspirin; details of plant and machineries installed in the new unit engaged 
in the manufacture of pharmaceutical products were also furnished before 
the Commissioner (Appeals). It was explained that the value of plant and 
machinery installed in the new unit in different years was as under : 



Rs. 

1977 

1,03,400 

1978 

1,03,986 

1979 

54,040 


The Commissioner (Appeals), however, observed that in the balance sheet, 
there was no bifurcation to show which plant and machineries were Installed 
in the old unit manufacturing aspirin and which new plant and machineries 
were installed in the new unit engaged in the manufacture of pharmaceutical 
products. The Commissioner (Appeals) also referred to the notes forming 
part of the balance sheet of the assessee-company drawn as at 
31-12-1977 which shows that the assessee-company purchased the factory 
land and building from its sister concern, Martin & Harris (P.) Ltd. The 
value of plant and machinery purchased from its said sister concern was 
to the tune of Rs. 2,95,500. The Commissioner (Appeals), therefore, held 
and observed that the new unit was nothing but a case of reconstruction 
of its existing business. Since, the cost of the newly constructed building 
as appearing in the balance sheet of the assessee-company drawn as at 
31-12-1978 was Rs. 36,107, the Commissioner (Appeals) felt that the 
new plant and machineries must have been installed in the old premises. 
He, therefore, observed that the assessee-company has failed to show that 
it had set up a new unit which was separate and distinct from its old unit. 
The Commissioner (Appeals), therefore, rejected the case of the assessee- 
company. 

On further appeal before the Tribunal, it was explained on behalf of the 
assessee-company that In terms of an agreement dated 22-9-1976, the 
assessee<ompany had agreed to purchase the factory land and building 
for Rs. 4,25,000 and plant and machinery, furniture and fittings for 
Rs. 3 lakhs from its sister concern, Martin & Harris (P.) Ltd. This factory 
was ^ga'ged in the manufacture of aspirin; but for the manufacture of phar- 
maceutical products, the assessee-company had set up a separate factory 
in terms of licence dated 6-10-1977. This new factory was engaged in the 
manufacture of Tetracycline Capsules, Doxycycline Capsules, Chloram- 
phenlcal Capsules and Ampicillin Capsules. The assessee also referred- to 
the Tribunal’s earlier decision in the assessee’s own case for the asses^ent 
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year 1979-80, wherein the Tribunal while dealing with the disallowance 
of advertisement expenditure under section 37f3A) of the Act heid given 
a specific finding to the effect that the assessee's new industrial undertakirlg 
at Konnagar began to manufacture new pharmaceutical products Hkc tablets, 
capsules and Injections from the accounting year- 1978. The Tribunal, 
therefore, held that the assessee’s case fell under section 37(3D) and the 
ceiling in respect of expenditure as laid down in section 37 (3A) was not 
applicable. The assessee also referred to its printed annual report on its 
accounts for the year 1978. In its annual report, the directors of the assessee- 
company had stated that the manufacture of pharmaceutical formulations 


had been successfully introduced in this year and the assessee-company was 
able to achieve a total turnover of Rs. 1,01,38,662 as compared to the 
earlier turnover of Rs. 9,39,816. It was also explained before the Tribunal 
on behalf of the assessee-company that the bifurcation of plant and machinery 
with reference to different units was not required to be disclosed on the 
face of the balance sheet since there was no such statutory requirement 
under the Companies Act, 1956. However, complete break-up of plant and 
machineries installed by the assessee-company in its different units, viz, the 
one already engaged in the manufacture of aspirin and the new unit engaged 
in the manufacture of pharmaceutical formulations, was dearly available 
from the books of account of the assessee-company and such details were 
duly furnished before the Commissioner (Appeals). It was also submitted 
that fhe Commissioner (Appeals) was confused when he made reference 
to plant and machineries installed in the aspirin unit, whereas the assessee- 
company was referring to new plant and machineries installed in the 
manufacture of pharmaceutical formulations. From the details filed by the 
assessee-company as to the names of the suppliers and the supply bill 
numbers it was clear that the plant and machineries installed in the new 
unit for manufacture of pharmaceutical products were purchased from" 
various persons. The machineries purchased from Martin & Harris (P.) Ltd. 
was for the n.anufacture of aspirin and not for the manufacture of 
pharmaceutical formulations, which is the only business carried on by the 
new unit. The Tribunal also found that the facts on record clearly showed 
hat the new unit of the assessee was engaged in the manufacture or 
produ^ion of pharmaceutical formulations like tablets, capsules and injec- 
ns. e machineries purchased by the assessee-company from its sister 
^ agreement dated 

ml . f * already engaged in the 

manufacture of aspirin . The T ribunal alsoTound that the assessee purchased 

f! T manufacture of pharmaceu- 

I M machineries purchased from Martin & Harris (P.) 

mannflrf"? ^‘7 1° machineries purchased from others for 

Z ? ° fc nulations. The Tribunal also noted that 

confused while referring to the 
achlrrerfes purchased by the assessee-company from Martin & Harris (P.) 
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Ltd. In 2 rsmuch as these machineries were purchased for aspirin unit and 
not for the purchase of manufacturing pharmaceutical formulations I8(e 
Tetracycline Capsules, Doxycycline Capsules, Chloramphenical Capsules 
and Ampicltlln Capsules. In this view of the matter, the Tribunal upheld 
the claim of the assessee-company and observed that the Commissioner 
(Appeals) was not justified in rejecting the assessee-company's claim for 
deduction under section 80J. 

We find that the Tribunal has allowed the assessee’s claim for deduction 
under section 80J based upon certain findings of fact, none of which is 
under challenge before us in this reference. The Tribunal has clearly found 
that the assessee had set up a new industrial unit for manufacture of 
pharmaceutical products and that new plant and machineries were installed 
in this new unit which was engaged in the manufacture of Tetracycline 
Capsules, Doxycycline Capsules, Chlorampheriical Capsules and Amplcillin 
Capsules. 

These are all findings of fact recorded by the Tribunal. These facts constitute 
the conditions precedent which should entitle the assessee to the benefit 
of section 80 J. In view of this, we find that there is no merit in the revenue's 
reference in this case. We, therefore, answer both the questions referred 
by the Tribunal at the instance of the revenue in this case in the affirmative 
and in favour of the assessee. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Shyamal K. Sen, J. — I agree. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 147 (Del.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT 6F DELHI 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice D.P. Wadhwa & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice M.K. Sharma) 

I.T.C. No. 19 of 1993 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s J.K. Synthetics Ltd. 

For the Appellant Rajendra with R.N. Verma 

For the Respondent P.N. Monga & Manju Monga 

Decided on 10-3-1995 

REFERENCE — Tribunal holding additional liability of excise duty 
allowable — Also holding assessee entitled tb weighted deduction 
of expenditure on postage. Inspection charges and commission 
paid in India — Tribunal hotdln^'bn amount of Rs. 1,35,523/- 
spent on building to be revenUfj expenditure — Also allowing 
provisions for excise duty — Revenue’s application u/s 256(1) 
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rejected — Held, only questions of law regarding weighted deduction 
on expenses incurred in India on postage and inspection and 
also expenses on building whether revenue or capital to he 
referred. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS 

In the present case, the Tribunal had allowed various claims of the 
assessee, namely, additional liability on account of excise duty holding 
that the excise duty pertains to assessee's production of the current year, 
weighted deduction u/s 35B on expenditure of postage, Inspectlpn 
charges and commission paid, commission paid to Ws Hindustan Fabric 
Corporation, expenses of Rs. 1,35,523/- spent on building holding the 
same to be revenue expenditure and a provision of Rs. 1,29,923/- on 
account of excise duty. The revenue sought reference which was refused 
by the Tribunal. Being aggrieved, the revenue sought directions to the 
Tribunal to refer these questions. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that as far as the question of allowing additional 
excise duty, allowing exemption to M/s Hindustan Fabric Corporation and 
In holding that provisions of additional excise duty were allowable, were 
questions of fact only. The only point that could arise for consideration 
was if the Tribunal was right In allowing weighted deduction u/s 35B on 
expenditure on postage, inspection charges and commission paid In India 
and also whether the amount of Rs. 1,35,523/- spent on building was 
revenue or capital expenditure. The Hon'ble Court, therefore, directed the 
Tribunal to refer these two questions for their opinion. The application was 
partly allowed in favour of the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. J.K. Synthetics Ltd. (1990) Taxation 96(3) 171 (Del.)- 181 
ITR 505 (Del.) 

^ HR Taxation 96(3) 259 (Del.); 181 

3. C/T vs. J.K. Synthetics Ltd. (1990) Taxation 96(3) 141; 182 ITR 125 
(Del.) 

Engineering Works Ltd. (1988) Taxation 88(3) 130 ; 174 
11 K 133 (Del.) 

5. /Cedar Nath Jute Mfg. Co. Ltd. vs. CIT 82 ITR 363 (SC) 

6. CIT vs. J.K. Synthetics Ltd. 134 ITR 1988 (Del.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Dr. M.K. Sharma, J.) 

By this application filed under section 256 (2) of the I.T. Act, 1961 
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(hereinafter referred to as the Act), die Revenue seeks to have the following 
questions stated to be questions of law, referred to this Court, for its opinion:- 

1 . Whether the Tribunal was right in law in holding that the additional 
liability on account of excise duty amounting to Rs. 7,78,667/- and 
Rs. 12,51,125/- was allotabie on the ground that these liabilities 
of additional excise duty pertain to assessee’s production of the 
current year ? 

2. Whether the Tribunal was right in law on facts in holding that the 
assessee was entitled to weighted deduction u/s 35B on expienditure 
on postage, inspection charges and commission paid in India ? 

3. Whether the Tribunal was right in law on facts and in circumstances 
in holding that the assessee was entitled to allowance of Commission 
paid to M/s. Hindustan Fabric Corporation to the tune of 
Rs. 84,931/- ? 

4 . Whether the Tribunal was right in law on facts and in circumstances 
in holding that the amount of Rs. 1,35,523/- spent on building 
was revenue expenditure ? 

5. Whether the Tribunal was right in law on facts in holding that addl. 
excise duty provision amounting to Rs. 1,29,923/- was allowable 
to the assessee on the ground that these liabilities pertain to the 
assessee’ s production of the current year ? 

So far as question Nos. 1 and 5 are concerned they are similar in nature 
and dependant on each other and therefore, we take up the said two 
questions together for the purpose of our consideration. We find that the 
conclusion reached by the Tribunal while discussing the issues raised in the 
said questions are settled by the law laid down by the Supreme Court In 
Kedar Nath Jute Manufacturing Co. Ltd. reported in 82 ITR 363 (SC) 
and therefore, no question of law could still be said to arise out of the order 
of the Tribunal for reference to this Court. We also find that the said questions 
are purely questions of fact and therefore, we do not consider that the said 
two questions be called for our opinion. 

So far as question No. 3 is concerned we find, that findings arrived at by 
the Income-tax T ribunal on the said issue is on appraisal of facts and evidence 
and accordingly, in our opinion, no question of law arises therefrom and 
we decline to call for a reference on this question as well. However, 
considering the contents of question No. 2, we find that so far as it relates 
to allowing weighted deduction under Section 35B on expenditure on 
commission on exports paid in India, we find that the same gives rise to 
a question of law and accordingly, we direct the Tribunal to refer to this 
court the said question for our opinion. The rest of the question as formulated 
by the Revenue is considered to be not a question of law and accordingly, 
we decline to call for a reference of the same. 
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Accordingly, the statement on the said question in the following manner 
may be referred to - 

"Whether me Tribunal was right In law in holding, that the assessee 
was entitled to weighted deduction under Section 35B, on expenditure 
on commission on exports paid in India ?” 

So far as question No. 4 Is concerned we have given our anxious consid- 
eration to the arguments advanced by the counsel for the rival parties and 
on appreciation thereof we are of the opinion that the said question gives 
rise to a qustion of law and accordingly we direct the Tribunal to refer 
the said question also for the opinion of this court. 

In the result, we direct the Tribunal to state the case and refer the question 
No. 2 as reframed and question No. 4 to this court for its opinion. There 
will be no order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 150 (Ker.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice T.L. Viswanatha Iyer, J.) 
O.P. No. 10611 of 1990 

Mahamood Ibrahim Sait 


vs. 

lncome>tax Officer 

For the Appellant P.G.K. Wariyar 

For the Respondent N.R.K. Nair 

Decided on 24-5-1994 ' 


CAPITAL GAINS — Assessee holding property mortgaged to bank 

permission of bank for 
r!* f J ~ consideration as per agreement 

Rs. 9 lakhs paid to bank - Assessee claiming capital gain to be 
computed on^ly on Rs. 1.34 lakhs - Amount paid to bank to be 

7 "f discharge on mortgage not 

liable to be deducted in computation of capital gains. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 48. 


FACTS 

petitions jointly owned 149.604 cents 
of land in S^,. Nos. 72 and 1583 of Mottancherr^ Village, which then 

Cqnara'Banlc"MarncVer.y 

be made bu theV secure the advances made and to 

^ made by the bank to the aforesaid company. The petitioners entered 

J0.33,9S6': Thebank 

agreed to. release the mortgage on the condition that If an amount of 
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Rs. 9 lakhs urns paid towards the outstandings. The deeds of assignment 
were thereafter executed and the property; sold In accordance with the 
agreement to sell. The returns were accepted and the assessments 
completed u/s 143(1) of the Act. Petitioners then had second thoughts, 
about the correctness of their returns, and they challenged the orders 
of assessment in revision. The ground taken was that the consideration 
for. the transfers should be taken as the amount of Rs. 10,33,966/- less 
Rs. 9 lakhs paid to the bank. 

DECISION 

The Hon’blc Court held that the matter was really covered by the decision 
of Balakrishna Eradi & Kochu Thommen, JJ in Ambat Echukutty Menon 's 
case. The property was acquired under the Land Acquisition Act and in 
the cornputation of the capital gains arising therefrom, the assessee, an 
heir of P, claimed that the amount spent for discharging the mortgage liability 
should be deducted. The Hon’ble Court, therefore, held in concurrence with 
Ambat Echukutty Menon's case that the amount spent for discharge of 
the mortgage is not liable to be deducted in the computation of the capital 
gains u/s 48. The writ petitions were dismissed as bereft of any merit. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Ambat Echukutty Menon vs. CIT (1978) 111 ITR 880 (Ker.) 

2. CIT vs. Daksha Ramanlal (1992) 197 ITR 123 (Guj.) 

3. Smt. S. Valllammal vs. CIT (1981) Taxation 62(3) 34 (Mad.), (1981) 
127 ITR 713 (Mad.) 

4. Miss Dhun Dadabhoy Kapadla vs. CIT (1967) 63 ITR 651 (SC) 
Full text of the Judgment is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

The petitioners in these two writ petitions arc brothers. They were the 
Directors of a company Indo Marine Agencies (K) P. Ltd. They jointly owned 
149.604 cents of land in Sy. Nos. 72 and 1583 of Mattancherry Village, 
which they had mortgaged, along with others, to the Canara Bank, Mattancherry 
Branch, by deposit of title deeds, to secure the advances made and to be 
made by the Bank to the aforesaid company. More than Rs. 60 lakhs was 
due to the bank under the mortgage, at a time when the petitioners entered 
into an agreement to sell the properly to ten persons, under different 
assignment deeds, for a total consideration of Rs. 10,33,966. The bank 
agreed to release the mortgage on the property, if an amount of Rs. 9 
lakhs was paid towards the outstandings. The amount was, accordingly, 
deposited by the petitioners on 21-6-1985 through ihe purchasers, or with 
funds made available by them, and the bank released their mortgage right 
on the property. The deeds of assignment were thereafter executed and 
the property sold in accordance with the agreement to sell. 
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Petitioners filed returns for purposes of assessment under the Income-tax 
Act 1961 {‘the Act’) disclosing the capital gains arising out of the transfers 
as on a total consideration of Rs. 10,33,966. The returns were accepted 
and the assessment completed under section 143(1) of the Act by ordew 
dated 27-12-1988 marked Ext. P4 In each of the cases. Petitioners then 
had second thoughts about the correctness of their returns, and they 
challenged the orders of assessment in revision Ext. P5 dated 8-8-1989 
before the Commissioner, the second respondent. The ground taken was 
that the consideration for the transfers should be taken as the amount of 
Rs. 10,33,966 less Rs. 9 lakhs paid to the bank in discharge of the mortgage, 
in which event, there was no capital gain liable to be assessed. At the hearing, 
the argument appears to have been that the amount paid to the bank did 
not reach the petitioners as it has been diverted by overriding title and, 
therefore, capital gains, If any, should be computed only with reference 
to the balance. The Commissioner over-ruled this plea stating that there 
was no requirement in law that the seller should directly receive the 
consideration. When the amount was paid to the bank in discharge of the 
mortgage, it was appropriation of the sale proceeds for the petitioner’s 
benefit. He held further that the mortgage debt was not an admissible 
deduction in computing capital gains as per the decision of this Court in 
Ambat Echukijtt^> Menon vs. 07(1978} 111 UR 880. The Commissioner, 
accordingly, dismissed the revision petitions by the order Ext. P6 which 
is under challenge in these writ petitions. 

The contention of counsel for the petitioners is a very ambitious one. He 
states that what is transferred is only the equity of redemption for which 
the consideration is Rs. 10,33,966 minus Rs. 9 lakhs, I.e., Rs. 1,33,966. 
According to him, the full value of the consideration for the purpose of 
section 48(l)(a) is only that which is actually received by the vendors, there 
being a diversion at source of the amount paid for discharging the mortgage. 
It is, therefore, contended that the consideration is only that amount that 
is left after the discharge of the mortgage. According to the counsel, Ambat 
Echukutty Menon’s case (supra), has been decided erroneously. 

Section 45 brings to tax under the head ‘Capital gains’ any profits or gains 
arising from the transfer of a capital asset effected in the previous year, 
ft is deemed to be the income of the previous year in which the transfer 
took place. Section 48 of the Act prescribes the mode of computation of 
capital gains and the deductions to be made therefrom. The income under 
the head Capital gains’ is computed by deducting from the full value of 
the consideration received, or accruing, as a result of the transfer, the cost 
of acquisition of the asset and the cost of any improvement thereto, among 
others. Cost of Improvement, so far as is relevant to this case, Is defined 
In section 55|l)(b)(2)(il) of the Act as meaning all expenditure of a capital 
nature incurred in making any additions or alterations to the capital asset 
by the assessee after it became his property. The questions for consideration 
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are: what is the full value of the consideration ^ec€i^^, or accruing, to 
the petitioners, as to whether the mortgage liability' of Rs. 9 lakhs is not 
liable to be treated as part thereof, and in any event, whether it could be 
deducted from the consideration, as an improvement for purpose of computing 
the capital gains. 

These questions need not really pose any difficulty so far as this case is 
concerned for the reason that the ultimate transfers were not of the equity 
of redemption simpliciter as contended by the petitioners, but of the full 
right in the property without an^) encumbrance thereon. This is because 
the mortgage was discharged by payment of Rs. 9 lakhs and it was only 
thereafter, that the sale deeds were executed by the petitioners. On the 
date of the sales, the mortgage had been extinguished and what the 
petitioners transferred was the full right in the property sans any mortgage. 
No doubt, the petitioners state that the payment of Rs. 9 lakhs was made 
through the purchasers or with their assistance. But this is irrelevant as 
the payment was made in discharge of the dues of the petitioners and the 
receipts were made out in their names. It was a payment made by them. 
The mortgage was not kept alive by any subrogation In favour of the 
purchasers. The sale was, therefore, of the property as such without any 
encumbrance, that is, not of the bare equity of redemption, but of the full 
right therein. The consideration received was, therefore, for the property 
as a whole and not merely for the equity of redemption. Petitioner’s case 
has to fail on this ground itself, though 1 do not find any substance even 
otherwise in the contentions raised and argued. 

The subject-matter of the transfer was the right, title and interest of the 
petitioners in the property. The consideration for the transfer was 
Rs. 10,33,966 which was discharged partly by payment in cash 
(Rs. 1,33,966) and partly by payment to the Bank (Rs. 9 lakhs). The sale 
would not have taken place on payment of Rs. 1,33,966 without payment 
or without arrangement for payment of another Rs. 9 lakhs to the Bank 
as that alone will discharge the petitioners of their liability under the 
mortgage. The bargain between the parties was fur the sale deed being 
executed on the amount of Rs. 10,33,966 being satisfying to the petitioners 
and not otherwise. The fact that part of the amount went in discharge of 
the mortgage is irrelevant as the sale would not have taken place without 
that payment. The consideration for transfer of a property subject to a 
mortgage has never been understood as the balance remaining after deduction 
of the mortgage amount, whether it be with reference to the Stamp Act, 
the laws relating to transfer of property, registration or otherwise. Whether 
the mortgage is discharged by payment before the sale, or whether the 
amount is reserved with the vendee for payment to the mortgagee, the fact 
remains that it is the money of the vendor already paid or due that is utilised 
for the purpose. And it is the vendor’s liability that is discharged. The amount 
paid for discharging the mortgage Is, thus, part of the consideration for 
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the vendor parting with his tights in the property. , 

The consideration for the sale by the petitioners was l^s. 10,3*3,966 arid 
not this amount reduced by Rs. 9 lakhs. 

There is no diversion of any amount at source or by overriding title as 
contended, as the amount of Rs. 9 lakhs had actually reached the petitioners 
and gone in discharge of their dues. 1 do not think this contention requires 
any serious consideration. 

The further question is whether the amount spent for discharge of the 
mortgage could be deducted as cost of acquisition of the asset or as cost 
of any improvement to it, in the computation of the capital gains, under, 
section 48(l){a)(ii) read with settion 55. The mortgage in question was 
created by the petitioners and not by any of their predecessors. Discharge 
of such a mortgage created by the petitioners themselves cannot obviously 
be part of the cost of acquisition, the mortgage being a post-acquisition 
one, nor for that matter could it be treated as cost of any improvement 
to the property. It is just the wiping off of a liability which the petitioners 
themselves had created on the property. 

The matter is really covered by the decision of Balakrlshna Eradi & Kochu 
Thortimen, JJ, in Ambat Echukutt]; Menon's case (supra). In that case, 
one was the owner of a property over which he created a mortgage. After 
his death, his heirs discharged the mortgage. The property was acquired 
under the Land Acquisition Act and In the computatiort of the capital gains 
arising therefrom, the assessee, an heir of P, claimed that the amount spent 
for discharging the mortgage liability should be- deducted either as part of 
cost of acquisition of the asset or as cost of imp; ovement thereto. The Bench 
negatived the contention for reasons which have been succinctly summarised 
in the headnote which shall extract : 

As the capital asset- had become the property of the assessee by 
succession or inheritance on the death of P, who had acquired the 
property in December 1953, under section 49(1) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 the cost of acquisition of the asset is to be deemed to be the 
cost for which the previous owner P acquired it. as increased by the 
cost of any improvement of the asset incurred or borne either by the 
previous owner or the assessee. The original cost of the property was 
Rs. 49,920. Having regard to the definition of ‘cost of improvement- 
contained in section 55(l)(b). in order to entitle the assessee to claim 
K in respect of the cost of any improvement, the expenditure 

should have been incurred in making any additions or alterations to 
the capital asset that was originally acquired by the previous owner. 
Whether the previous owner had mortgaged the property and the 
assessee and his co-owners cleared off the mortgage so created, it could 
not be said that they incurred any expenditure by way of effecting any 
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improvement to the capital asset that was originally purchased by the 
previous owner." 

I am in agreement with this view, besides Its being binding on me. I am, 
therefore, unable to follow the decision of the Gujarat High Court In C/J 
vs. Daksha Ramanlal (19921 197 FTR 123, pressed for acceptance by 
counsel for the petitioners, in which the question posed for consideration 
was whether the amount paid by the successors for discharge of a mortgage 
created by their predecessor was part of the cost of acquisition. The Gujarat 
High Court answered the question In the affirmative, dissenting from the 
view taken by this court in Ambat Echukutt^ Menon’s case (supra) and 
by a Full Bench of the Madras High Court in Smt. S. Valllammal us. CIT 
(1981) 127 ITR 713. In Smt. S. Valllamal’s cask (supra) the' claim was 
for deduction of the estate duty paid by the assessee on the death of the. 
original owner; in the computation of the capital gains. Since non-payment 
of the estate duty did not result in the assessee getting an imperfect or 
incomplete title, the Full Bench ruled that the -estate duty paid was not 
deductible either as cost of requisition or as cost of Improvement to the 
asset. ' 

The counsel for the petitioners laid great stress on a decision of the Supreme 
Court in Miss Dhun Dadabhoi) Kapadla us. CIT (1967) 63 ITR 651 , though , 
I do not find any applicability of it to the facts of this case. The assessee 
in that case relinquished her right to acquire certain right shares in a company 
of which she was a shareholder, and made a capital gain of Rs. 45,262.50 
in the process. She sought deduction from this amount, of the capital loss 
suffered by her by the diminution in value of her shares by reason of the 
enlarged shareholding consequent on the new issue. This was accepted and 
the capital loss was directed to be deducted from the capital gains. As I 
stated earlier, this decision holds no analogy for the case on hand. 

I, therefore, hold in concurrence with Ambat Echukutty Menon's case 
(supra) that the amount spent for discharge of the mortgage is not liable 
to be deducted in the computation of the capita! gains under section 48. 

For the above reasons, the Commissioner was right in passing the order 
Ext. P6. The writ petitions are bereft of any merit. They are dismissed. 
There will be no order as to costs. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 156 (MP) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. A.R. Tlwaii) 

Misc. Petition No. 36/1986 

M/s Parijat Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer and Others 

For the Appellant M.S. Chaudhary 

For the Respondent P.M. Chaudhary 

Decided on 14-2-1995 

CONDONATION OF DELAY — Assesses filing returns showing 
losses — Assessment completed ex*parte on incomes — ■ No 
application u/s 146 filed — CIT(A) deciding appeals in limine as 
time barred — Assesses approaching CIT for revision — Revision 
application late by four months — Revision petitions dismissed 
as barred by iimitation — Order challenged in writ — Held, the 
decision of CIT in not considering the prayer for condonation of 
delay — Liberal approach in the matter of condonation of delay 
to be taken — Matter send back to CIT for decision on merits. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 264. 

FACTS 

Assessee is a private limited company which filed its return for theA.Ys. 
1978-79 and 1980-81 showing loss of Rs. 1,74,610/- and Rs. 2,29,947 
respectiuelp. The assessment werre completed ex-parte on an income 
of Rs. 3 lakhs and Rs. 5 lakhs respectively. The assessee did not file 
any application t/s 146 but preferred appeals. The CIT(A) dismissed 
the appeals as time barred. The application for condonation of delay 
was also rejected. The assessee filed petitions u/s 264 which were again 
late by nearly four months, the assessee also applied for condonation 
of delay before the CIT. The CIT rejected the application of the assessee 
os time barred. Being aggrieved, the assessee has filed the present writ. 

DECISION 

The Hon ble Court held that the CIT had discretion for condonation of 
delay which has not been properly exercised. The Hon’ble Court further 
held that in view of the judgment in the case of Collector Land Acquisition 
us. Mst. KatijI and Others (AIR 1 987 SC 1353) a liberal approach is required 
in the matter of condonation of delay. In view of this, the matter was restored 
to the CIT to be decided on merits. 

Case referred to : 

Collector of Land Acquisition vs. Mst. Katiji and Others (AIR 1987 SC 
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Full text of the Judgment is given beloiv i 

JUDGMENT 

This is a petition under Article 226/227 of the Constitution of India. 

Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the petitioner is a private limited 
company incorporated and registered under the Companies Act. Dr. V.V. 
Devsthale is its Director. The petitioner carries on the business of manu- 
facture of fine aromatic chemicals, perfumery, compounds, drugs. Inter- 
mediates etc. and also of taking over as a going concern the partnership 
business carried on under the name and style of M/s Sunita Aromatics, 
Indore. The firm was assessed to income-tax for the first assessment year 
i.e. 1974-75. The firm obtained the registration under the relevant provisions 
of the Income-tax Act. Various assessment orders were passed. The petitioner 
filed returns showing losses at Rs, 1,74,510/- and Rs. 2,29,947/- for the 
assessment years 1978-79 and 1980-81 respectively. For non-compliance 
of the notices under Sec. 143(2), the ITO completed the assessment ex 
parte determining the total income at Rs. 3 lakhs and 5 lakhs respectively. 
It appears that the petitioner did not file any application u/s 146 against 
the assessment order passed by the ITO. The petitioner preferred appeals 
against these assess.nent orders on 10-1-1984 before the ClT(Appeals-l), 
Indore. These two appeals were dismissed by the CIT (Appeals) in limine 
on 3-3-1984 as time barred. An application of the petitioner for condonation 
of delay in submitting the appeals for these two years was also rejected 
by the CIT (Appeals). The present petitions under Sec. 264 have been filed 
on 27th July, 1984 and are thus late by nearly four months. The petitioner 
filed an application dated 21-2-1985 and a written submission dated 
5-3-1985. Aggrieved by the order passed by Respondent No. 4 (Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax, Bhopal) under Section 264 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (Annexure P/23), the petitioner has filed this writ petition. 

The Respondents have filed the return in opposition. 

1 have heard both the sides. 

As urged by the counsel for the petitioner, it is not necessary for me to 
examine the validity of the orders or the merits of the matter. He limited 
this petition to the grievance of improper rejection of the application seeking 
condonation of delay in submission of the case under Section 264 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. 

The application under Section 264 of the Act was filed on 27-7-1984 and 
was barred by nearly four months as the order of CIT (Appeals) was passed 
on 3-3-1984. 

The counsel for the respondents submitted that if the order disposing the 
application seeking condonation of delay is demolished, then the alter may 
be left to the discretion of the authority for reconsideration of the application 
afresh and that the respondents may be left free to object to the prayer 
of condonation of delay. 
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In AIR 1987 SC 1353 (Collector Land Acquisition v$. Mst. KatiJI and 
others), it is held that the Court should adopt the liberal approach in matter 
of condonation of delay. 

In view of the submissions of both the sides, I find It fit not to express 
any opinion on the question of condonation, but demolish the order so 
far as it rejected the application dated 21-2-1985 seeking condonation of 
delay with direction to the Authoritic.s to revivify this application and to 
decide it afresh after hearing both the sides in this behalf. For this purpose, 
the points posed or opposed shall also be treated open and litigable. The 
Authority shall also take into account the conduct of the petitioner, the 
time spent in other proceedings and desirability or otherwise of examination 
of the matter on merits for doing Justice between the parties and decide 
the question afresh in conformity with law. If the Authority elects to condone 
the delay, then the application submitted under Section 264 of the Income- 
tax Act shall be heard and decided on merits. 

This petition Is, thus, disposed of in terms indicated above, but without 
any orders as to costs. The security amount, if any, shall be refunded to 
the petitioner after due verlficatiorf. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 158 (Orl.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice A. Pasayat & 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice D.M. Patnaik) 

SJC Nos. 22 & 23 of 1990 

Commissioner of Income-tax 


vs. 


For the Appellant 
For the Respondent 

Decided on 


Permilla Singh & Co. 

A.K. Ray 

P.K. Mishra, P.K. Jena, A.K, Panda, 
S.A. Khan & P.K. Harichandan 

: 8-10-1993 


^ENALTY — Firm filing return late — Advance tax paid covering 
n re ax assessed -- Revenue charging interest for late filing 

onT'i; T to be calculated 

on the basis of tax payable by RF ~ Since the entire tax paid 

ai reaLtered tlrm, penalty could not be calculated by treatina 
the firm as unregistered. 


Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 271(l)(a). 

FACTS 

The A.Ys. Involved are 1980-81 and 1982-83. 


M/s Permilla Singh & 
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CIT vs. Permffla Singh & Co. -(Orl.) 

Co. Is a partnership firm, which filed Its returns of Income before the 
ITOwere 0hawanlpatna. The returns, fUed after the due date prescribed 
u/s 139 of the Act, Penal prbceedings were Initiated u/s 271ll)(a) for 
four vears l.e. 1976-77, 1980-81, 1981-82 and 19B2-83. Penaltv tif 
Rs. 13,920/.-, Rs. 17,860/-, Rs. 10,480/ and Rs. 6,110/- were leuled for 
theA.Ys. In question. The assessee filed appeals before theAAC. Taking 
note of the provisions of Section 271 (3)(d) of the Act, direction was 
given bg the first appellate authority to restrict the amount of penalty 
to twice the amount Of tax sought to be evaded as a registered firm. 
Both the assessee and the revenue filed appeals before the Tribunal. 
In the appeals filed by the revenue, the assessee filed cross objections. 
The specific stand of the assessee Before the Tribunal was that no penally 
was Imposable as the advance tax paid by the assessee covered the entire 
amount of tax assessed as registered firm. Accordingly, the orders 
Imposing penalty were set aside and the matter was remitted back to 
the file of the ITO to make fresh adjudication. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the emphasis on ‘assessed tax’ as appearing 
in section 271(1) is of great relevantce. Where the entire amount of taoc 
ha$,^Iready been paid or being deduced at source or paid in advance, the 
question of imposing any penalty on the assessed tax does not arise because 
no tax is actually due. Where no amount of tax remains to be paid on 
completion of the assessment, the ‘assessed tax’ would be zero and any 
figure multiplied by zero would also be zero. Therefore, no penalty would 
Jje payable. The Hon’blc Court answered the question in the negative l.e. 
in favour of the assessee and against the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Canesh Dass Sreeram vs. ITO & 0ns. (1988) 169 ITR 221 (SC) 

2. CIT vs. Builders Engineers Co. (1989) 175 ITR 317 (Raj.) 

3. CIT vs. Harish Chand & Co. (1989) 179 ITR 419 (P&H) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : ’’ 

JUDGMENT 

(A. Pasayat, J.), 

These two reference applications are interlinked and, therefore, are disposed 
of this common Judgment which shall govern each one of them. 

On the basis of an application under s. 256(1) of the IT Act, 1961 (in 
short, the ‘Act’) filed by the revenue and pursuant to the direction given 
by this Court, the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, Cuttack Bench (In short, 
the ‘Tribunal’) has referred the following question for adjudication by this 
Court. 

“Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case and In 
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view of the provisions of s. 271(2), penalty is to be calculated treating 
the firm as an unregistered firm when the assessee-firm committed 
default in submission of returns and rendered itself liable for penalty 
under s. 271(l){a) ?” 

In our view the question referred needs slight modification, and accordingly 
reframe the same for adjudication. Reframed question reads as follows : 

• “Whether, penalty can be levied under s. 271(l)(a) of the IT Act, 1961 
on a registered firm by treating it as an unregistered firm in terms of 
s. 271(2) of the Act when no tax is payable by the registered firm after 
giving credit to advance tax paid and/or tax deducted at source ?" 


The assessment years involved are 1980-81 and 1982-83. M/s Permilla 
Singh & Co. (hereinafter referred to as the ‘assessee’) is a partnership 
firm, which filed its returns of income before the ITO, Bhawanlpatna. The 
eturns were filed after the due date prescribed under s. 139 of the Act. 
Penal proceedings were Initiated under s. 271(l)(a) for four years, i.e., 
1976-77, 1980-81, 1981-82 and 1982-83. Penalty of Rs. 13,92o', 
Rs. 17,860, Rs. 10,480 and Rs. 6,1 10 were levied for the assessment years 
in question. The assessee filed appeals before the AAC, Berhampur Range, 
3erhampur. Taking note of the provisions of s. 27(3)(d) of the Act, directiori 
was given by the first appellate authority to restrict the amount of penalty 
to twice the amount of tax sought to be evaded as a registered firm. Both 
the assessee and the Revenue filed cross-objections. The specific stand of 
the assessee before the Tribunal was that no penalty was imposable as the 
advance tax paid by the assessee covered the entire amount of tax assessed 
as registered firm. To prop up its submission reliance was placed on a 
decision of the Apex Court in the case of Canesh Dass Sreeram vs. ITO 
• Ors. (1988) 169 ITR 221 (SC). Revenue’s stand was that the said case 
had no application and the provisions of s. 271(2) would be rendered 
nu^tory if the plea is accepted. The Tribunal noticed that the decision 
in Canesh Boss’s case (supra) related to levy of interest under s. 139(8) 
0 1 e Act, but its ratio was relevant. Reliance was also placed on a decision 

rro Engineers Co. (1989) 175 

TR 317 (Raj.). It was held that where advance tax paid covers the entire 
amount of assessed tax, penalty under s. 271(l)(a) is not leviable. Accord- 
Ingly ihe orders Imposing penalty were set aside, and the matter was 

nfT u ® ^^®sh adjudication in the light 

of the observations made. This direction was given keeping in view that 

amoun^c*^! * specific claim that the tax deducted at source exceeded the 
dIsDosed nf appeals filed by the assessee were accordingly 

> w ““ «>' '“"l '>V ‘he Revenue 

R^ue ‘h““Sh delay In Wing the appeals by the 

s 256(1) of the Aet^Th ®‘eeee was sought for by the Revenue under 
S. 25611) of the Act. The Tribunal was of the view that the Apex Court’s 
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decision fiut the matter beyond a shadow of dout^, aod^ therefore, there 
was no necessity for making a reference. The Revenue moved this Court 
for a direction under s. ‘256(2) of the Act. That is how these reference 
applications are before us. 

The learned counsel for the Revenue has submitted that the view of the 
Apex Court in Ganesh Dass’s case (supra) related to levy of interest under 
s. 139(8) of the Act, and the ratio of that decision has no application to 
the case of penalty under s. 271(l)(a). The learned counsel for the assessee 
on the other hand submitted that the provisions are in parti materia and, 
therefore, the ratio of Ganeth Dosses case (supra) applies to the case of 
penalty nnder s. 271(l)(a). 

For resolution of the controversy, a reference to ss. 139(8) and 271(1), 
so far as they are relevant, is necessary. 

“139. Return of Income — (1) to (7) xxx xxx xxx . 

(8) Notwithstanding anything contained in cl. (lil) of the proviso to sub- 
s. (1), the ITO may. In such cases and under such circumstances as 
may be prescribed, reduce or waive the Interest payable by any person 
under any provision of this section.” 

“271. Failure to furnish returns, complii with notices, concealment 
of income, etc.— (1) If the ITO or the AAC in the course of any 
proceedings under this Act, is satisfied that any person — 

(a) has without reasonable cause failed to furnish the return of total 
income which he was required to furnish under sub-s. (1) of s. 139 
or s. 148 or has without reasonable cause failed to furnish it within 
the time allowed and in the manner required by sub-s. (1) of s. 139 
or by such notice, as the case may be, or 

(b) has without reasonable cause failed to comply with a notice under 
sub-s. (1) of s. 142 or sub-s. (2) of s. 143, or 

(c) has concealed the particulars of his Income or furnished Inaccurate 
particulars of such income; 

he may direct that such person shall pay by way of penalty, — 

(1) in the cases referred to in cl. (a), in addition to the amount of the 
tax, if any, payable by him, a sum equal to two p>er cent, of the tax 
for every month during which the default continued, but not exceeding 
in the aggregate fifty per cent of the tax; 

(ii) in the case referred to in cl. (b) in addition to any tax payable by 
him, a sum which shall not be less than ten per cent but ufileh shall 
not exceed fifty per cent of the amount of the tax, if any, which would 
have been avoided if the income returned by such prerson had been ' 
accepted as the correct IrKrome-, 

(ili) in the case referred to in cl. (c), in addition to any tax payable by 
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him, a sum which shall not be less than twenty per cent but which sha9 
not exceed one and a half times the amount of the tax, if any, which 
would have been avoided if the income as returned by such person had 
been accepted as the correct Income. 

Explanation — Where the total income returned by any person is less 
than eighty per cent of the total income (hereinafter in this Explanation 
referred to as the correct income) as assessed under s. 143 or s.l44 
or s. 147 (reduced by the expenditure incurred bona fide by him for 
the purpose of making or earning any Income included in the total 
income but which has been disallowed as a deduction), such person 
shall, unless he proves that the failure to return the correct Income did 
not arise from any fraud or any gross or wilful neglect on his part, 
be deemed to have concealed the particulars of his income or furnished 
inaccurate particulars of such Income for the purposes of cl. (c) of this 
sub-section.” 

The Apex Court in relation to levy of interest under s. 139(8) in Ganesh 
Dass's case (supra) observed as follows ; 

“Before we part with these appeals, we think we should clarify one 
situation, namely, where the advance tax duly paid covers the entire 
amount of tax assessed, there is no question of charging the registered 
firm with interest even though the return is filed by it beyond the time 
allowed, regard being had to the fact that payment of interest is only 
. compensatory in nature. As the entire amount of tax is paid by way 
of advance' tax, the question of payment of any compensation does not 
arise.” 

The emphasis on “assessed tax" as appearing in s. 271(1) is of great 
relevance. Where the entire amount of tax has already been paid being 
deducted at source or paid in advance, the question of imposing any penalty 
on the assessed tax does not arise because no tax is actually due. Penalty 
which can be Imposed Is a sumequal to two per cent of the "assessment 
tax for every month during which the default continued. The expression 
assessed tax ,accordtng to the Explanation, means “tax as reduced by 
the sum, if any, deducted at source under Chapter XVII-B or paid in advance 
under Chapter XVIl-C". Thus, where no amount of tax remains to be paid 
on completion of the assessment, the “assessed tax” would be zero and 
any figure multiplied by zero would also be zero. Therefore, no penalty 
would be payable. The provisions of sub-s. (2) of s. 271 are attracted for 
quantification of the penalty only when it is imposable under sub-s. (1). 
In that event the registered firm loses the benefit of registration, on the 
penalty for which it has become liable has to be calculated depriving it of 
the benefit of registration and treating it as an unregistered firm. While 
deciding the liability of penalty under sub.s(l) effect has to be given to sub- 
s. (2) which comes into operation only to make the formula for calculating 
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[he penalty under sub-s. (1) wori<able. \^^en the assessed tax is nil it would 
t}e impracticable to Impose p^alty under sub-s. (2) of s. 271. Similar view 
^pressed by the Rajasthan High Court in the case of Builders Engineers’ 
[ase (supra) and by the Punjab & Haryana High Court In the case of CIT 
tis. Harish Chand & Co. (1989) 179 fTR 419 (P&H) has our concurrence. 

Our answer to the question referred to Is in the negative, in favour of the 
assessee and against the Revenue. No costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 163 (Pat.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PATNA 
L (Before Hon’ble Mr.Justice S.B. Sinha & 

r Hon'ble Mr. Justice Narayan Roy) 

j Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 2592 of 1993 (R) 

I Syed Askarl Hadl All Augustine Imam 

vs. 

Union of India 

For the Appellant P.K. Prasad 

For the Respondent Debt Prasad and Jhunjhunwala 

Decided on 23-9-1993 

CLUBBING OF INCOME — * Asseseee creating trusts for benefit 
lof minor children — Trusts created In pursuance of minors giving 
up their, right in properties as a result of compromise in court 
— Assessee claiming income accruing to minors their individual 
income and not to be clubbed with income of father — Assessee 
also contending Section 64(1A) inserted by Finance Act, 1992 
ultra vires — Held, provisions of section 64(1 A) not ultra vires 
Article 14 and Entry 82 of List I of the 7th Schedule of the 
Constitution — Writ petition dismissed. 

^Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 64 (lA). 

\ 

Constitution of India — Article 14 and Entry 82 of List 1 of the 7th Schedule. 

FACTS 

In this writ application the petitioners. Inter alia, have praped for a 
declaration that section 64(1 A) of the Income-tax Act, 1 961 Introduced 
bp the Finance Act, 1 992 which came Into force from 1-4-1 993 as ultra 
vires article 14 of the Constitution of India. The petitioners made a 
grant of Rs. 7 lakhs in favour of his wife and a further sum of Rs. 7 
lakhs each In favour of his two minor children. The petitioner No. 1 
allegedip made another trust on 23-2-1992 in favour of his minor 
children. Allegedip, the said trust was created as the minors had given 
up their rights in terms of a compromise petition filed in Title Suit No. 
259 of 1 983 Ih the Court of Subordinate Judge, Patna, concerning the 
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properties commonly known as ‘Razwan’. It has, therefore, beer) contended 
that the petitioners 2 and 3 (minors) are liable to pay income-tax. 
According to the petitioner, In terms of the provisions of section 64(1 A) 
Income of a minor has been clubbed with the Income of his parent. 
According to the petitioner, he did not have tax liability but In terms 
of the amended provisions the Income of minor children would also be 
Included In the total Income of the petitioner. 

DECISION 

It has been held by the Supreme Court as also by this Court that such 
provisions are not ultra vires the Constitution of India. Reference in this 
connection may be made to Nand Lai vs. State of Haryana AIR 1980 
^ 2097, Maharao Saheb Shrl Bhim Singhji vs. Union of India AdR 1981 
SC 234 and (1992) 2 BUR 614. It has also been held by this Court as 
also by the Supreme Court that the property of a wife can also be clubbed 
with the property of her husband unless and until the wife is a Judicially 
separated wife. Reference in this connection may be made to (1993) 2 BUR 
836. If the property of a minor child or a wife can be clubbed with that 
of the lather/husband, there cannot be any doubt that the Parliament in 
its wisdom may make a law In terms whereof an income derived by a minor 
child can be clubbed for the purpose of assessment of income-tax with the 
Income of one of his parents. In terms of Explanation /appended to section 
64 the income of a minor shall be included in the income of husband and 
wife whose total Income is greater for the purpose of clauses 1 and 2 thereof. 
It is well known that the discretionary powers of legislature to make 
classification of laws dealing with taxation matters is much wider as compared 
to other laws. The Hon’ble Court also did not find any force that the 
impugned provision is contrary to or Inconsistent with section 4. Section 
64{1A) is machinery provision relating to computation of Income. The 
Hon’ble Court, therefore, held that there is no merit in this application. 
It Is accordingly dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Nand Lai vs. State of Haryana AIR 1980 SC 2097. 

2. Maharao Saheb Shrl Bhlm SlnghJI vs. Union of India AIR 1981 SC 
234. 

3. Smt. Indumatl Singh vs. State of Bihar (1983) 2 BUR 836. 

4. Anant Mills Co. Ltd. vs. State of Gujarat AIR 1975 SC 1234. 

5. Balajl us. ITO AIR 1962 SC 123. 

6. Umedray Worah us. CIT AIR 1965 Pat. 114 

7. Howard De Walden vs. IRC (1942) 1 M ER 287. 

8. Ionian Bank Ltd. vs. Couvreur (1969) 2 All ER 651. 
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Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

In this writ application the petitioners, Inter alia, have prayed (or a 
declaration that section 64(1A) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’) 
introduced by the Finance Act, 1992 which came into force from 1-4-1993 
as ultra ulres article 14 of the Constitution of India. 

In view of the pure question of law, it is not necessary to state the facts 
of the matter in detail. 

Suffice it to say that an irrevocable trust was created on 7-9-1988 by 
petitioner No. 1 for the support and maintenance of his wife {p>etitioner 
No. 3) as also his minor son and daughter. The petitioner No. 1 has 
contended that to the aforementioned trust, the p)etltloner has made-a grant 
of Rs. 7 lakhs in favour of his wife and a further sum of Rs. 7 lakhs each 
in favour of his two minor children. The petitioner No. 1 allegedly made 
another trust on 23-2-1992 in favour of his minor children by initially 
contributing a sum of Rs. 10,000 but subsequently a further sum of 
Rs. 3,26,000 was contributed for the benefit, support and maintenance 
of the minor in equal shares. Allegedly, the said trust was created as the 
minors had given up their rights in terms of a compromise petition filed 
in Title Suit No. 259 of 1983 in the Court of Subordinate Judge, Patna, 
concerning the properties commonly known as ‘Razwan’ situated at Fraser 
Road, Patna. It has, therefore, been contended that petitioners 2 and 3 
(minors) have own source of income and, thus, they are liable to pay income- 
tax. The Finance Bill, 1992 (38 of 1992) was introduced in the Lok Sabha, 
and the same was enacted by the Parliament with effect from 1-4-1993. 
In terms of section 35(b) of the said Finance Act, amendments were made 
in the Income-tax Act whereby sub-section (lA) to section 64 was inserted 
which reads as follows : 

“(lA) In computing the total Income of any individual, there shall be 
included all such income as arises or accrues to his minor child : 

Provided that nothing contained in this sub-section shall apply in respect 
of such income as arises or accrues to the minor child on account of 
any — » 

(a) manual work done by him; or 

(b) activity Involving application of his skill, talent or specialised knowledge 

and experience. 

Explanation : For the purposes of the sub-sections, the Income of the 
minor child shall be included, — 

(a) where the marriage of his parents subsist, in the income of that 
parent whose total Income (excluding the income includible under 
this sub-section is greater; or 
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(b) where the marriage of his parents docs not subsists, in the irwom? 
of that parent who maintains the minor child In the previous year, 

and where such Income is once Included in the total Income oi 
either parent, any such Income arising In any succeeding year shall not 
be Included In the total income of the other parent, unless the Assessln^ 
Officer is satisfied, after giving that parent an opportunity of being heard, 
that it is necessary so to do." 

According to the petitioner, in terms of the aforementioned provision 
income of a minor has been clubbed with the income of his parent. According 
to the petitioner, he did not have tax liability but in terms of the amended 
provisions the income of minor children would also be included in the total 
income of the petitioner, 

Mr. N.K. Prasad, the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitionen 
has raised a short question in support of this application. The learned counsel 
submitted that In terms of List 1 of 7th Schedule of the Constitution the 
Parliament is empowered to enact law for imposition of Income-tax upon 
an individual. The learned counsel submitted that in view of the charging 
section contained In section 4 of the Act,, read, with the definition of a 
person contained in section 2{31) thereof, any person who has an income 
is liable to pay tax. According to the learned counsel, thus, no distinction 
can be made between a minor and the major If both were having incom 
for the purpose of payment of tax under the said Act. The learned counse 
submitted that if the provision of section 64(1A) is not declared to be ultre 
vires, the same would lead to an absurdity inasmuch as an Income derivec 
by a minor by winning lottery and prize will also be included in the income 
of his father. 

Section 2(31) defines the term ‘person’ as follows : 

“(31) ‘person’ includes — 

(i) an individual, 

(ii) a Hindu undivided family, 

(iii) a company, 

(iv) a firm, 

(v) an association of persons or a body of individuals, whethci 
incorporated or not, 

(vi) a local authority, and 

(vli) every artificial juridical person, not falling within any ol 
the preceding sub-clauses ;’’ 

Section 4 reads thus : 

"Charge of Income-tax — (1) Where any Central Act enacts that Income- 
tax shall be charged for any assessment year at any rate or rates. Income- 
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tax at that rate or those rates shah be charged for that year In accordance 
with, and subject to the provisions of, this Act in respect of the total 
income of the previous year or previous years, as the case may be, 
of every person: 

Provided that where by virtue of any provision of this Act income-tax 
is to be charged in respect of the income of a period other than the 
previous year, income-tax shall be charged accordingly. 

(2) In respect of income chargeable under sub-section (1), income-tax 
shall be deducted at the source or paid in advance, where it is so 
deductible or payable under any provision of this Act." 

In our opinion, the submissions made by Mr, Prasad cannot be accepted. 
Entry 82 of List I of Seventh Schedule of the Constitution covers the field 
of legislation In relation to the matters enumerated therein. The question 
as to whether the income of a minor will be clubbed with the income of 
one of the parents or not Is also a matter covered under Entry 82 of List 
1 of Seventh Schedule. 

The Parliament as also the State Legislature have made several enactments 
in terms whereof the property of a minor is clubbed with the properties 
held by his parents, e.g., Bihar Land Reforms (Fixation of Ceiling Area 
and Acquisition of Surplus Land Act, 1961) and Urban Land Ceiling 
(Regulation) Act, 1976. In terms of the aforementioned Acts, the celling 
area has to be determined at the hands of the family which includes husband, 
wife and their minor children. Thus, for the purpose of determination of 
a ceiling area, the lands held and possessed by a minor have to be clubbed 
with the lands held and possessed by his parents. 

It has been held by the Supreme Court as also by this Court that such 
provisions are not ultra vires the Constitution of India. Reference in this 
connection may be made to Nand Lai us. State of Haryana AIR 1980 
SC 2097, Maharao Saheb Shrl Bhim Singhji us. Union of India AIR 1981 
SC 234 and (1992) 2 BUR 614. It has also been held by this Court as 
also by the Supreme Court that the property of a wife can also be clubbed 
with the property of her husband unless and until the wife is a Judicially 
separated wife. Reference in this connection may be made to (1993) 1 SCC 
325 and Smt. Jndumatl Singh vs. State of Bihar (1993) 2 BUR 836. 

If the property of a minor child or a wife can be clubbed with that of the 
father/husband, there cannot be any doubt that the Parliament in its wisdom 
may make a law in terms whereof an Income derived by a minor child can 
be clubbed for the purpose of assessment of income-tax with the income 
of one of his parent. In terms of Explanation I appended to section 64 
the income of a minor shall be included in the Income of husband and wife 
whose total income is greater for the purpose of clauses 1 and 2 thereof. 

The Rnance Minister also in his speech before the Parliament while 
Introducing the said bill stated thus : 
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“60. It Is said that the child Is the father of man, but swne of our taxpayers 
have converted children into tax shelters for their fathers. The tax law 
provides for clubbing of Income from gifts given by parents but this 
does not . pply to other Income, including income from other gifted 
assets, and the practice of gifting is widely used to evade clubbing. The 
Chelliah Committee has recommended that in order to plug this loophole, 
which accounts for a substantial leakage of revenue, the Income of a 
minor child should be clubbed with that of the parent. There is merit 
in this suggestion and 1 propose to accept it. Recognizing however the 
existence of a number of child prodigies, especially income, as also any 
wage income of minors, from the purview of such clubbing. The practice 
of clubbing the Income of minor children with that of the parent for 
tax purpose is in vague in a number of countries." 

Thus, it is evident that the aforementioned provision has been enacted for 
the purpose of checking evasion of tax. It is now well known that the 
Parliament and the Legislature while making an enactment for imposition 
of tax may also make enactment for the purpose of checking the evasion 
thereof. 

In this view of the matter, in our opinion section 64A cannot be said to 
be ultra vires Entry 82 List I of the Seventh Schedule. 

The contention of Mr. Prasad to the effect that minor children are also 
individuals and, thus, the said provision ultra vires article 14 has no 
substance. 

As notice hereinbefore, there are several statutes in terms whereof, the 
properties of minor are to be clubbed with the properties of his father and, 
thus, there is absolutely no reason as to why income of minor cannot be 
directed to be clubbed with their father. The minors are classes in themselves 
and, thus, the question of the said Act being ultra vires article 14 does 
not arise. 

It is now well known that the discretionary powers of Legislature to make 
classification of laws dealing with taxation matters is much wider as compared 
to other laws. 

In the application of the principles, the Courts In view of the inherent 
complexity of fiscal adjustment of diverse elements, permits a larger discretion 
to the Legislature in the matter of classification so long as it adheres to 
the fundamental principles underlying the said doctrine. The power of the 
Legislature to classify Is of wide range and flexibility so that it can adjust 
its system of taxation In all proper and reasonable ways (Sec Anant Mills 
Co. Ltd. vs. State of Gujarat AIR 1975 SC 1234 at p.l244). 

It is also well known that In computing the total Income of any Individual, 
the differentiation between cases of partnership, between husband, wife 
and/or minor children and partnership between others, made with the object 
of preventing evasion of tax, is not violative of article 14. 



1905] Syed Hadi All Augustine Imam vs. UOI (Pat.) 169 

Reference in this connection may be made to Balajt us. ITO AIR 1962 
SC 123 and Umedrav Worah vs. C/T AIR 1965 Pat. 114. 

We also do not find any force that the impugned provision is contrary to 
or inconsistent with section 4. Section 64(1 A) is machipery provision relating 
to computation of income. 

In Howard de Walden us. IRC (1942) 1 All ER 287, Lord Greene observed: 

“For years a battle of manoeuvre has been waged between the Legislature 
and those who are mined to throw the burden of taxation of their own 
shoulders on to those of their fellow-subjects. In that battle the Legislature 
has often been worsted by the skill, determination and resourcefulness 
of its opponents, of whom the present appellant has not been the least 
successful. It would not shock us in the least to find that the Legislature 
has determined to put an end to the struggle by imposing the severest 
of penalties. It scarcely lies in the mouth of the taxpayer who plays 
with fire to complain of burnt fingers.” (p. 289) 

Reference in this connection may also be made to Ionian Bank Ltd. vs. 
Couvreur (1969) 2 All ER 651 wherein Lord Denning stated ; 

“It seems to me that the whole of the argument of counsel for the 
defendant depends on whether the documents in February 1966 were 
a sham. He relied very much on the words ‘apparent alteration’ in the 
paragraph of the defendant’s affidavit which I have read. I think he 
is putting too much weight on the word ‘apparent’. It is quite plain 
to me from the paragraph in the affidavit, and from‘ the detailed 
amendment of the documents which the defendant himself made, that 
this was not a sham at all. It was a re-arrangement deliberately made 
so as to avoid tax. It was suggested that this re-arrangement might 
be ille^l, but that point was not pressed very much, and I think rightly, 
because agreements or re-arrangements to avoid tax arc made very day 
and are not illegal. It seems quite plain that what happened here was 
seeing that the original arrangement would attract tax, the parties 
deliberately re-arranged it so as to avoid tax. They made it in law what 
the documents show it to be, namely, a loan by the bank to the English 
company : a letter in which the wines were hypothecated by the English 
company as security for the loan and in addition guarantees given as 
to half the loan by the defendant, and as to the other half,' by one of 
the associated companies. 

The long and short of it is that the defende\pt signed these guarantees; 
the money has been advanced by the bank; the defendant or his 
companies have had the wine; and the bank has not seen a penny or 
hardly a penny of it. in my judgment, the defendant’s case is so shadowy 
that the judge was right in giving leave to defend only conditionally 
on the full amount being brought into Court. I find myself, therefore. 
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in agreement with the Judge on both points and I would dismiss the 
appeal." (p. 655) 

For the reasons aforementioned.'there is no merit In this application. It ^ 
is, accordingly, dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 170- (Raj.) 

IN THE RAJASTHAN HIGH COURT 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Mecna & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Singhal) 

D.B.l.T Case No. 32 of 1985 

Commissioner of Income-tax ^ 

vs. 

Shri Pramod Kumar Jain 

For the Appellant G.S. Bapna 

For the Respondent : None 

Decided on : 10-2-1995 

STANDARD DEDUCTION — Assessee claiming standard deduc- 
tion on salary received as a partner from the partnership firm 
—■ Claim of the assessee disallowed — Held, salary income of a 
partner taxed as business income — Standard deduction not 
allowable. )»■ 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 16(1). 

FACTS 

The onli> controversy is regarding interpretation of section 16(1) of the 
Act as to whether the salary/ received by the assessee partners falls to 
be considered under the head “income from salaries’ -and consequeotial 
standard deduction was allowable u/s 16(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1 961 . 

DECISION V 

In case of an employment existence of relationship of master and servant 
has to be considered. The servant renders his services under the direct control 
and supervision of his master. The control and supervision of the employer 
is sin qua non of the relationship between the employer and the employee. 
Provisions of Section 40(b) provide that in case of a partnership firm any 
payment of salary to a partner is not allowable and has been treated as 
business income of the firm. The relationship pf employer and employee 
cannot be said to be existing in case where partner is paid the salary, in 
accordance with the terms of partnership deed. The reference was decided 
in favour of the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT us. F.M. Chidambaram Plllal (1977) 106 ITR 292 (SC) 
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err vs. Shri Pramod Kumar Jain {Raj.) 

• • 

2. Regional Director ESIC vs. Ramanuja Match Industries AIR 1985 
SC 278 

3. Champaran Cane Concern vs. State of Bihar (1963) 49 ITR 152 

(SC) ‘ 

4. Katarla Transport Co. us. CIT (1988) Taxation 91 (3) 391 (Raj.), 
(1988) 170 ITR 626 (Raj.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(V.K. Singhal J.) 

The only controversy which has been raised In the present matter is 
regarding the Interpretation of provision of Sec. 16(1) of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 as to whether the salary received by the assessee partner falls 
to be considered under the head income from ‘salaries’ and consequently 
standard deduction is allowable u/s 16(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 
The Income-tax Officer has rejected the claim of the assessee of standard 
deduction on the ground that the salary drawn by a partner from the 
partnership firm does not qualify for deduction u/s 16(1) of the Income- 
tax Act. The Appellate Authority has considered the matter and was of 
the view that the character of salary received by a partner from a partnership 
firm cannot be considered as chargeable under the head ‘salaries’. In these 
circumstances the deduction u/s 16( 1) was held not allowable to the assessee. 
The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has however following its decision In 
the case of Chhitarmal Goi/al allowed the standard deduction. On the 
request of the Revenue following question of law has been referred for the 
opinion of this Court u/s 256(1) of Income-tax Act, 1961 for 1982-83: 

"Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the FIAT 
is justified in holding that the salary received by the assessee partner 
from M/s. Jaipur Pri.iters falls to be considered under the head income 
from 'salaries' and consequently in allowing deduction u/s 16(1) of the 
I.T. Act, 1961 ?’’ 

We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the department and 
have considered over the matter. Section 15 of the Income-tax Act has 
provided for the income chargeable to income-tax under the head ‘salaries'. 
The provisions of sec, 15 of the Act contemplates the jural relationship 
of employer and the employee. The various tests have been laid down with 
regard to the nature of the service rendered by a particular person including 
existence of the right in master to supervise and control the work done 
by the servant and the manner in which the work is to be done by him. 
In case of an employment existence of relationship of master and servant 
has to be established. The servant renders his services under the direct 
control and superintendence of his master. The control and supervision of 
the emptier is sine qua non of the relationship between the employer 
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and the employee. In accordance with the provisions of Sec. 16 of the 
Act the deduction is allowable from the income which is chargeable under 
the head of ‘Salary’. In the case of a partner, the income which is received 
by way of salary is of the same character as income from business. Even 
under the law the firm is not a legal person or has any legal existence apart 
from its partners and is merely a compendious name to describe its parties. 
Though under Income-tax law it is a unit of assessment by virtue of special 
provisions, but it cannot be considered that the firm is an employer of its 
partner. The payment of salary to a partner represents a special share of 
the profits. The matter was considered by Apex Court in the case of CIT 
vs. R.M. Chidambaram Filial (1977) 106 ITR 292 and It was held that 
there cannot be a contract of service, In strict law, between a firm and 
one of its partners. Payment of salary to a partner represents a special 
share of the profits. Salary paid to a partner retains the same character 
of the income of the firm as profit. 

In Regional Director ESIC vs. Ramanuja Match Industries (AIR 1985 SC 
278) it was held that a partner of a firm is not an employee of the firm. 

in Champaran Cane Concern us. State of Bihar (1963) 49 ITR 152 It 
was pointed out by the Apex Court that in a partnership each partner acts 
as an agent of the other. The position of a partner qua the firm Is thus 
not that of a Master and a servant or employer and employee which concept 
involves an clement of subordination but that of equals. The partnership 
business belongs to the partners and each of them is an owner thereof. 

In Kataria Transport Co. us. CIT (1988) 170 ITR 626 this Court has held 
that payment of City compensatory allowance by the firm to its partner 
is hit by Section 40(b). 

The relationship of employer and employee cannot be said to be existed 
in a case where a partner is paid the salary, in accordance with the terms 
of partnership deed. The deed of partnership cannot be considered to be 
a contract of employment. It is only by a condition which has been stipulated 
in the deed of partnership, that the partner may be entitled to receive extra 
profit by way of salary from the firm. Generally every partner of a firm 
is entitled to participate in the business of the firm and the partner himself 
supervise and control the business, he cannot be considered as an employee 
of himself. 

The Tribunal has referred to the decision in the case of Commissioner 
of Agricultural Income-tax, Madras us. Tipperary Estates Company 
reported in (1970) 76 ITR 396 but in view of the decision of the Apex 
Court in the case of R.M. Chidambaram Filial referred to above, the said 
decision cannot be considered laying down correct law. 

It may also be observed that after the Explanation 2 added by Finance 
Act, 1992 from 1-4-1993 in section 15 makes it clear that the salary received 
by a partner of a firm shall not be regarded as salary but this amendment 
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have been brought on Statute book because of the change of basis of 
assessment of firm and partner under the new Scheme. 

The provisions of Sec. 40(b) provides that in case of partnership firm any 
payment of salary etc. to a partner Is not allowable and has been treated , 
a business income of firm. 

On the basis of above discussions and provisions of Sec. 15 read with sec. 
16 of the Income-tax Act we are of the view that the Tribunal was not 
justified in allowing the standard deduction from salary received by a partner 
from the firm. Accordingly we answer the question in favour of Revenue 
and against the assessee. No order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 173 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Mcena & 

Hon’bie Mr. Justice V.K. Singhal) 

D.B. Estate Duty Reference No. 126 of 1984 

Commissioner of Estate Duty 
vs. 

S.S. Mehta* Kota 

For the Appellant G.S. Bafna 

For the Respondent : None 

Decided on : 10-1-1995 

EXCLUSION OF ESTATE FROM PRINCIPAL ESTATE — Liability 
to tax — Deceased a member of the HUF — House owned by the 
HUF — Partly occupied by deceased — Other co-parceners living 
outside — Revenue including share of other co-parceners In the 
self-occupied portion in the estate of the deceased for rate purposes 
— Held, share of other lineal decendants liable to be included 
in the estate of the deceased for rate purposes. 

Estate Duty Act, 1953 — Section 34(l)(c). 

FACTS 

Deceased has l/5th share In Immovable property belonging to HUF of 
which he was a kartd. He was survived by his wife and three sons. For 
the purpose of taxation the share of lenlal decendants In the self-occupied 
portion amounting to Rs. 36,000/- was Included for rate purpose In view 
of section 34(l)fc). The Tribunal, however, exempted the self-occupied 
value from being Included In the estate of the deceased. Being aggrieved, 
the revenue sought reference. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that on the basisof language used in section 33(l)(n), 



174 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


fVol. 126 


we are of the opinion that the exemption Is in value only in respect of 
the property which belongs to the deceased and which passed on his death. 
HUF in which the lineal discendants have any Interest cannot be said to 
be entirely belonge to the deceased, it is only the share of the deceased 
to that extent which passes on his death which is exempt. In view of the 
specific language of sub-section (c) of section 34(1), the share of lenial 
decendants in the co-parcenery property was includible in the principal estate 
of the deceased for rate purposes. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Durga Prasad Beharllal 116 ITR 892 (AP) 

2. CEO os. Nfrma/a Saxena (D.B. Estate Duty Reference No. 112/83) 
Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 


The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has referred the following question of. 
law arising out of its order dated 10-2-1983 ; 


"Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was justified in holding that the share of lineal descendants in the self- 
occupied property was liable to be excluded from the principal estate 
of the assessee for rate purposes u/s 34(1 )(c) of the Estate Duty Act 
1953?" 


The brief facts of the case are that the deceased had one-fifth share in 
the Immovable property belonging to HUF of which he was karta. He was 
survived by his wife and three sons. All the sons stayed outside in connection 
with either employment or profession. The value of the house, after 
adjustment of the loan, was taken at Rs. 1,60,000/-. The property was 
partly self-occupied and partly let out. The share of the lineal descendants 
was taken at Rs. 60,000/- in the let out portion and at Rs. 36,000/- in 
the self-occupied portion and both the amounts were included for the rate 
purposes in view of Sec. 34(l)(a) of the Estate Duty Act. On appeal, the 
Appellate Controller of Estate Duty excluded the sum of Rs. 36,000/- 
representing the share of lineal descendants in the self-occupied portion 
following the decision of Andhra Pradesh High Court in the case of Durga 

Appellate Controller of 

estate Duty was accepted by the Tribunal and it was observed that the self- 
occupied portion which was used by the deceased was exempt. Except the 
deceased and his family, no stranger lived in the self-occupied portion. The 
part of the house was exclusively remained in the occupation of the deceased 
therefore, was fully exempt u/s 33{l){n) read with Clause (c) has no 
application to such portion. 


This matter was considered by this Court in the case of Controller of Estate 
Saxena, D.B. Estate Duty Reference No. 1 12/83 decided 
on 4-1-1995. It was observed by this court as under : 
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“In view of the various decisions referred above and on the basis of 
the language used in sec. 33(l)(n) we are of the opinion that the 
exemption is available only In respect of the property which belongs 
to the deceased and which passes on his death. The Hindu undivided 
property in which lineal descendants have any interest cannot be said 
to be entirely belonging to the deceased, it is only the share of the 
deceased to the extent which passes on the death which is exempt, 
it is his share alone which passes on his death and therefore, the 
exemption contemplated in Sec. 33(l)(n) is restricted to the share of 
the deceased. Under sec. 34(l){c) thyi value of the lineal descendants 
of the deceased in the coparcenary property has to be aggregated with 
the principal value of the estate of the deceased for the purposes of 
rate of duty. 

In view of the specific language of sub-section (c) of Sec. 34(1) validity 
of which has already been upheld by the Apex Court, the interest of 
lineal descendant is liable to be included and therefore, we are of the 
view that Income-tax Appellate Tribunal was not justified in holding that 
the share of lineal descendants in coparcenary property was not includible 
in the principal estate of the deceased for rate purpose u/s 34(1 )(c)." 

Following the above decision we are of the opinion that the Tribunal was 
not justified in holding thal the share of the deceased in the self-occupied 
portion was able to b^ ditcluded for rate purposes u/s 34(l)(c) of the Estate 
Duty Act. 

Accordingly the reference- is answered in favour of the revenue and against 
the assessee. No order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 175 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OK RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. V.K. Singhal) 

D.B.l.T. Reference No. 56 of 1986 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Sardar Stones, Kota 

For the Appellant G.S. Bapna 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on 7-2-995 

depreciation — Assessee a traider in stones — Two trucks 
Owned for transportation of stones from mines to the depot as 
well as to the customers — Occasionally trucks hired out to a 
sister concern — Assessee claiming depreciation at 40% — Held, 
hiring of trades to sister concerns occasionally not a business of 
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hiring — Trucks mainly engaged In transportation of stones sold 
by the assessee — Not entitled to depreciation at 40%. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 Section 32. 

Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Appendix I. 

FACTS 

The assessee Is a trader in stones. It owned two trucks which are used 
for transportation of stones from site to mines to depot as well as to 
the customers. The claim of the assessee was that the trucks were 
occaslonallv used for hiring and when not In use fay the assessee hired 
out the same to its sister concern. The Income from hiring of trucks 
In this manner was Rs. 33J55/- and the expenditure on running and 
maintenance of trucks was Rs. 1,90,663/- The sale of stones luas 
Rs. 21,25,660/-. The assessee claimed depreciation at 40% which was 
allowed fay the Assessing Officer but subsequently the order was revised 
by the CIT u/s 263 holding that since the assessee was not carrying on 
business of running the trucks on hire It was entitled to depreciation 
at 30%. The Tribunal, however, allowed assessee's claim on the ground 
that the sale price of stones included the truck hire charges as well and 
as such It could be held that the assessee was running the trucks on 
hire. 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble Court found that the assessee was mainly a trader In stones 
and was using the two trucks for transportation of stones from mines site 
to the depot as well as to the destination of the customers. There was no 
evidence on record that the assessee was in the business of running the 
vehicles on hire. The business of running the vehicles on hire is entirely 
different than to give the vehicles on hire casually. It Is the main activity 
and the intention behind thereof which has to be considered for the purpose 
of hiring. The Tribunal was, therefore, not justified in allowing depreciation 
at 40%. The reference of the revenue was allowed. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(V.K. Singhal, J.) 

The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has referred the following question of 
law arising out of its order dated 30th September, 1985 in respect of the 
assessment year 1982-83, under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961: 

Whether on the facts and circumstances of the case, the Tribunal was 
right in coming to the conclusion that the sale price realised included 
price of stones as well as hire charges of trucks from the customers 
and thereby holding that the asses^e is entitled to depredation at 40% 
and not at 30% as is allowable In case of motor lorries.” 
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The brief facts of the case are that the assessee is a trader In stones and 
owned two trucks which are used for transportation of stones from the site 
of mines to the depot of the assessee as well ^s to the customer's premises. ,* 
The claim of the assessee was that the trucks were occasionally and whep 
not in use by the assessee were hired out to a sister concern. The income 
from hiring of the trucks in this manner was at a figure of Rs. 33,155. 
The value of the truck was shown at a figure of Rs. 3^82,280, and the 
expenditure on the running and maintenance of trucks was Rs. 1,90,663. 
The sale of the stones during the year was to the tune of Rs. 21,25,660. 
The assessee claimed depreciation @40% on the trucks which was allowed 
by the Income-tatx Officer while assessing u/s 143(3) of the Act. Subsequently 
the Commissioner of Income-tax exercising the power u/s 263 of the Act 
came to the conclusion that the rate of depreciation @ 40% is allowable 
only when the assessee was carrying on the business of trucks running on 
hire. Since the assessee was not carrying on the business of running the 
trucks on hire, therefore the depreciation was allowable @ 30% only. The 
order was therefore prejudicial to the Revenue and the assessment order 
was accordingly set aside with the observation that the trucks were entitled 
to depreciation @ 30% in accordance with the clause (iii)-D(9) of the schedule 
of Depreciatlon-Appendix-I of the I.T. Rules, 1962. In appeal before the 
CIT(Appeal) it was contended that the trucks were used in connection with 
the transportation of sale of stones to the customers. The customers were 
charged not only for the purchase of stones but also for the transportation, 
and therefore such charges are hire charges. It was, therefore, contended 
that the trucks were not required for transportation of the stones of the 
assessee and were hired to the sister concern and the income received 
therefrom has separately been shown. The Commissioner of Income-tax 
(AfSpeals) found that in accordance with the language used in (iii)/E(lA) 
of the depreciation table which uses the words “used in a business of running 
them on hire" means that the assessee must not only by giving the trucks 
on hire but also carrying on a business of running the trucks on hire. The 
fact which was also taken also consideration by the Commissioner of Income 
tax was that this could be at the time only when there must be continuity 
for regularity on hiring transaction. The casual hiring to sister concern is 
not sufficient to justify it that the assessee was carrying on the business 
of hiring as well, and therefore the depreciation @30% was directed to be 
computed. 

In second appeal before Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, the Tribunal following 
its earlier decision in the case of M/s. Manjeet Stones Co. observed that 
the assessee was using the trucks for transportation for itself and customers 
and also hired the trucks whenever the trucks were not required for 
transportation of the stones. The sale price of the stones was charged from 
the customers which included truck hiring charges as well. The Tribunal 
further came to the conclusion that the same value was not bifurcated 
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between the sale price of stones, and transportation charges and for that 
reason it does not mean that the trucks were not used on hire by the 
customers. The order of the case of M^s. Manjeet Stones Co. came up 
for consideration before this Hon’ble Court In DBIT Reference No. 77/ 
85 decided on 22-11-1990 and following observations were made :- 

"A plain reading of both these entries i.e. Entry No. in(il)D(9) and 111(11)- 
E (l-A), given in part 1 of Appendbt-l, appended to the Rules, show 
that if the motor buses, motor lorries and motor taxis are used in a 
business of running them on hire then those motor vehicles are covered 
under Entry Ill(li) E (l-A) of the Appendix-1 and are entitled for depreciation 
@ 40% and the motor buses and motor lorries other than those used 
in a business of running them on hire are entitled for depreciation 
@ 30%. It is true that the relevant clause does not lay down the 
requirement of hiring a duty wholly or exclusively, but the entry has 
maintained the distinction about the entitlement of depreciation @ 40% 
and 30%. In the case of motor buses and motor lorries other than those 
used in a business of running them on hire arc entitled for a depreciation 
@ 30% while the motor buses, motor lorries and motor taxis used in 
a business or running them on hire are entitled for the depreciation 
@ 40%. If a truck is not used for hiring but for the purpose of one’s 
own business, then it would be entitled for depreciation @ 30% and 
not 40%. The context of the relevant entry does indicate the same. 

In the present case, the business of the assessee is that of mining and 
sale of stones excavated from the mines and the trucks are used mainly 
for its business of mining. They arc used mainly for carrying the stones 
from the mine^site to the sale depot or to the godown of the assessee. 
If the trucks are' being used for its own business then they are entitled 
for depreciation 30% only, as the assessee was not using the trucks 
in the business or running them on hire. The Registration of the trucks 
as ‘public carriers’ \ntljl not, in any way, affect the eligibility of the 
depreciation as the mdin consideration as per Entry III (ii) E (l-A) is 
that the assessee is using the vehicle in the business of running them 
• on hire. The business of the assessee is quarrylr^ and selling the stones 
after excavation and not oK hiring. If small portion of its Income is 
received from the business oNilrlng from two or three transactions of 
hiring, then it will not make the''buslness of the assessee as the business 
of hiring the trucks. Even otherwise, when we look into the finding 
arrived at by the Tribunal regarding the business of the assessee, then 
we find that the assessee is of quarrying and selling the stones and the 
trucks are mainly used for carrying the stones from the mines to the 
sale depot. As the trucks were mainly used by the assessee in Its own 
business for carrying the stones from the mine-site to the sale depot, 
the case of the assessee is, therefore, covered by Entry No. III(ll)D-(9) 
and not by Entry No. ni(iI)E(l-A), and as such the assessee is entitled 
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for depreciation 030% and not 040%. In ^is view of the matter, we 
are of the opinion that the Tribimal was not r^ht in holding that the 
assessee is entitled to depreciation 040% and not 30% on the trucks 
and dumpers used by it for its business.” 

The rate depreciation which provided in respect of motor lorries other them 
those in a business of running then hire is 030%. If the motor buses, motor 
lorries and motor taxis are used in a business running them on hire then 
the depreciation is albwabte 040% in accordance with the law. The finding 
which has been recorded by the Tribunal is that there is no specifically 
rnention in respect of hire charges of the truck in the bill, yet the hire charges 
should be considered to have been realised. The dispute was not with regard 
to the hire charges, but was with regard to* the nature of business. 

The Tribunal has observed that the trucks of assessee are hired to his 
customers for transportation of their goods and it does not make any 
difference if the separate amount of transportation has not been shown 
in the bill, it is possible that the transportation charges are not shown 
separately and yet may be realised- This is. which hapisens in a case where 
the terms of contract provide that the goods are to be supplied f.o.r. 
destination of buyer, for that purpose the entire responsibility of transpor- 
tation of the goods to destination of buyer remains of supplier. There may 
be other contingency also where the hire charges may not be shown 
separately in the bill itself. Even charging or showing hire charges separately 
in the bill would not be the only determinative factor but the Tribunal was 
required to come to the conclusion as to whether the assessee was carrying 
on business of running the vehicle on hire. Qiarging of the hire for the 
use of vehicle may be casually as was found in the present case and the 
main business was of carrying on stones from the mines to the depot of 
the assessee and also to the destination of the customer. The business of 
running trucks on hire by transportation stand on a different footing them 
using of the truck on hire by a person which is considered different business 
for which the rate of depreciation has been separately provided. The view 
this Court has taken in the case of CJT vs. Manjeet Stones referred to 
above that the trucks were mainly used by the assessee for carrying stones 
from the mine site to the sale depot and therefore he should be entitled 
to depreciation 9 30% is undisputed in the facts of the present case also. 

In the statement of case the assessee has been stated a trader of stones 
and is using two trucks for transportation of stones from mine site to the 
depot of the assessee as well as to the destination of the customers. It has 
howhere come on record diat the assessee was carrying on the business 
of running the vehicle on hire. The business of running the vehicle on hire 
is different than to give the vehicle on hire casually. The vehicle may be 
given on hire occasionally which may or may not constitute of carrying 
on business of running them on hire. It is main activity and the intention 
behind thereof which has to be considered for the purpose of hiring as 
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to whether the asscssec Is carrying on the business of running vehicle on 
hire or not. Even those motor buses, motor lorries etc. which are not used 
in the business of running them on hire is entitled to depreciation @ 30%. 
The limit of 40% of depreciation to motor buses, motor lorries and motor 
taxis is provided because more running is required in the business of running 
them on hire. In these circumstances, even the Tribunal has not disputed 
the finding of the Commissioner of Income-tax that assessee was not engaged 
in the business of running the vehicle on hire and for that reason and for 
the reason that the decision which was relied upon by the Tribunal has 
already been reversed by this Court, we are of the view that the Tribunal 
was not justified in coming to the conclusion that the sale price realised 
including the price of stones as hire charges from customers, that is why 
the assessee is not entitled to depreciation @ 40% and depreciation @30% 
as Is allowable in the case of motor lorries of the assessee. 

Accordingly the reference is answered in favour of the Revenue and against 
the assessee. No order as to cost. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 180 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. Y.R. Meena & 

‘ Hon’ble Justice Mr. V.K. Singhal) 

DBIT Reference No. 27 of 1986 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

R.G. Ispat Ltd. 

For the Appellant G.S. Bafna 

For the Respondent Anant Kasliwal 

Decided on 12-1-1995 

PLANT — Meaning of — Massive reinforced concrete structure 
designed to take up loads — Assessee contending structure to 
be a plant — Held, such a structure ‘plant’ within the meaning 
of Section 43(3) of the Income-tax Act. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 43(3). 

FACTS 

The con trouersy I n the present case is that the assessee had raised massiue 
reinforced concrete structure which was capable of taking up loads. It 
was not merelif a structure for location of plant but the structure which 
makes the plant operative and workable. It was contended on behalf 
of the assessee that such a structure should be given the meaning of 
plant u/s 43(3). The Tribunal agreed with the assessee. Being agg rieved, 
the revenue sought reference. 
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DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the portion of the structure which was required 
to make the cranes operative and in absence of which it was not possible 
to operate the cranes. The construction of such a structure Specially desinged 
for that purp>ose would fall within the definition of ‘plant’. The extra structure 
which is in addition to such structure could not be considered as plant. 
The Hon’ble Court, therefore, held that the massive reinforced concrete 
structure specially desinged to take up loads constituted plant within the 
meaning of Section 43(3). The reference was decided in favour of the 
assessee. 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

The following question of law has been referred by the lncome-t«ix Apisellate 
Tribunal vide its order dated 22-4-1985 in respect of assessment year 
1980-81 u/s 256(1) of the Act: 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Appellate 
Tribunal was justified in holding that the massive reinforced concrete 
structure especially designed to take up loads, constituted “plant" within 
the meaning of section 43(3) of Income-tax Act, 1961 ?’’ 

The controversy in question is covered by the decision given by this Court 
in the case of assessee in respect of assessment years 1976-77 and 
1977-78 reported in (1994) 210 ITR 1018 CIT vs. R.G. Ispat Ltd. It was 
observed in that case as under :- 

“The Tribunal has observed that the blue print of the structure was 
produced before them and they were satisfied that structure has been 
raised to provide support to the gigantic cranes. On the basis of this 
blue print, the Tribunal came to the conclusion that the structures were 
raised to make the plant operative which could not have functioned 
‘ in its absence. It was further observed that it is not a mere structure 
for location of the plant but the structure which makes the plant operative 
and workable. There may be a structure which falls within the category 
of building and plant. Whether the structure is a building or a plant 
has to be examined on the basis of the functional test. The use of the 
structure makes the distinction between plant or building in which it 
could be categorised. In the present case, the revised return was 
I submitted in the proceedings initiated on the basis of the directions issued 

under section 263 of the Income-tax Act. The claim of the assessee 
was rejected by the Income-tax Officer and the said revised return was 
not accepted. The proper course for the Commissioner of Income-tax 
would have been to first determine as to whether the revised return 
was liable to be entertained or to be Ignored. No such decision has 
! been taken by the Commissioner of Income-tax and he has proceeds 
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on the basis of the nature of the structure 'and held that it Is plant. 
The only question which has been raised before us Is with 70981x1 to 
the Justif ' ;atlon In holding the structure as plant within the tneaning 
of section 43(3) of the Income-tax Act and the Income-tax Appellate 
Tribunal has mentioned that the structure was raised to make the plant 
operative which could not have functioned in its absence. Therefore, 
we are of the view that the portions of the structure which were required 
to make the cranes operative and in the absence of which it was not 
possible to operate the cranes and the construction of such structure 
was specially desinged for that purpose, the structure would fall within 
the definition of “plant”. The extra structure which is in addition to 
such structure could not be considered a “plant”. 

In view of the opinion already given by this Court, we are of the view that 
the massive reinforced concrete structure, specially designed to take up loads 
constitutes “plant" within the meaning of section 43(3) of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961. The reference is accordingly answered in favour of the asjessee 
and against the revenue. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 182 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice AJit K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Mr. Bhagabatl Prasad 
Reference Application Nos. 468 & 469 of 1985 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Hindustan Paper Corporation Ltd. 

Decided on : 23.2.1994 

INCOME DEEMED TO ACCRUE OR ARISE IN INDIA — Agreement 
for avoidance of double taxation between India and France — 
French firm setting up plant for Indian company — Assessee 
seeking permission to remit money — ITO passing order u/s 1 95(2) 
to deduct tax on 50% remittance at 20% and on balance 50% 
at 40% — Assessee filing appeal — Tribunal holding no tax payable 
by French firm — Held, in the case of conflict between double 
tax avoidance agreement and the Act, provisions of double tax 
avoidance to prevail — In the event of Act being favourable, the 
provisions of Act being applicable — The option with the assessee 
Matter remanded to Tribunal to consider the scope of technical 
and engineering services to be provided — Not possible to decide 
the matter regarding taxabiiity till the finding arrived by the 
Tribunal. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 9(l)(vil) and 90. 
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Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement between Indian Govt, and French 
Govt. 

Circular of CBDT No. 333 dated 2.4,1982. 

FACTS 

The assessee company entered into an agreement with Kerbs & CIE, 
S.A. Paris, France on 29.10.1981 setting up a plant for the production 
of Caustic Soda Chalorine and Chloride Chlorine Peoxide at Nowgang 
Paper Project. The assessee company made an application to the ITO 
on 30.6.1982 for ascertaining the rate of tax which could be deducted 
at source by the assessee company on the remittance of French Franc 
2,70,000 to the French Firm. The ITO passed an order on 8.7.1982 
u/s 195(2) of the Act, directing the assessee company to deduct tax at 
the rate of 20% on the 50% of French Franc 2,70,000 and at the rate 
of 40% on the balance 50% of French Frances 2,70,000. It was also 
directed that the tax should be calculated on tax basis as the assessee 
company was required to remit French Frances 2,7.0,000 net of India 
tax. A Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement exists between the Govt, 
of India and the Govt, of French Republic. This agreement provides that 
the Industrial or commercial profits of an enterprise of one of the 
contracting States shall not be subjected to tax in the other contracting 
State unless the enterprise has a permanent establishment situated In 
that other contracting State. The question Involved In whether the 
consideration received by the French firm for the supply of various 
technical knowhow and basic engineering services as also for supply of 
imported equipments constitutes Industrial or commercial profits. The 
CIT(A) felt that the profits arising, if any, to the French firm under the 
said agreement were clearly industrial or commercial profits. The Tribunal 
held that no tax was payable by the French firm and, therefore, there 
was no question of deducting any tax at source either at the rate of 
20% or at the rate of 40%. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that It is by now well settled that wherever there 
Is a conflict between a DTA and the specific provisions contained In the 
Income-tax Act, the provisions of DTA will prevail over the statutory 
provisions contained in the said Act. In this connection reference may be 
made to Circular No. 333 dated 2.4.1982. Thus, where a DTA provides 
for a particular mode of computation of income, the same should be followed 
irrespective of the provisions in the agreement, it is the basic law, l.e. the 
Act, that will govern the taxation of Income. Further in view of sub-section 
(2) of section 90, the assessee has an option to claim that provisions of 
the Act may be made applicable if these are more beneficial to the assessee. 
The nature of knowhow and basic engineering services as well as supply 
of imported ecjulpments to the French firm, supervision, eractlon and 
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commissioning, including training of technical personel to be carried out 
by the French firm seem to suggest that this comes within the purview of 
industrial or commercial profits and not within the purview of the expression 
royalties. A perusal Oi the scope of technical and engineering services to 
be provided by the French firm to the assessee company shows that the 
French firm will also assist the Indian company in the installation of the 
plants being sold by them to the assessee company. This part of the matter 
has not been considered either by the CIT (A) or by the Tribunal, and requires 
consideration. The case was sent back to the ITAT. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 


fAJIt K. Sengupta, J.) 

In this reference under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ('the 
Act’) at the instance of the revenue, the following questions have been 
referred by the Tribunal for the opinion of this Court : 

“1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was justified in considering that the consideration of 
French Franc 2,70,000 was from Engineering or Commercial 
activity of the non-resident company Kerbs & CIE, S.A. Paris 
France ? 

2. Whether, the Tribunal was justified in arriving at conclusion as 
mentioned in question No. 1 above without going into the express 
provisions in Explanation appended to section 9(l)(vii) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 which define technical services ?” 

The facts giving rise to this reference as summarised by the Tribunal are 
as under : 


This reference relates to an agreement entered into by the asscssce-company 
with Kerbs & CIE, S.A. Paris, France on 29.10.1981 setting up a plant 
for the production of Caustic Soda Chlorine and Chloride Chlorine Dioxide 
at Nowgang Paper Project. The assessee for company made an application 
to the ITO on 30,6.1982 for ascertaining the rate of tax which could be 
deducted at source by the assessee-company on the remittance of Frence 
French firm. The ITO passed an order on 8.7. 1982 
^ the assessee-company to deduct tax at the 

2,70,000 and at the rate of 40% 
on the balance 50% of French Franc 2,70,000. It was also directed that 

calculated on tax basis as the assessee company was 
equired to remit French Franc 2,70,000 net of Indian tax. 

agreement executed between the assessee-company 
hPinn Pjench firm deals with the scope of work. The French firm 
g e vendor under the said agreement agreed to provide and the 



19951 


err vs. Hindustan Paper Corporation Ltd. (Cal.) 


185 


assessee-company being the purchaser agreed to avail of it and buy the 
following : 

(a) Know-how and basic engineering services for Chlorate-Chlorine 
Dioxide section of the plants; 

(b) machinery and equipment of imported origin for both Chloride- 
Chlorine Dioxide section of the plant; 

(c) Supervision; erection and commissioning of the said two plants; and 
Castic Soda Chlorine. 

(d) Training of technical personcl of the assessee-company for Chlorate- 
Chlorine Dioxide section of the plant. 

The total consideration payable by the Indian company to the French firm 
In respect of all the aforesaid matters was stated under Clause IV to be 
French Franc 11,372,000 and Swiss Franc 2,148,500. The remittance of 
French Franc 2,70,000 in respect of which the said order dated 8-7-1982 
was passed under section 195(2) was in the fact the first instalment of the 
total consideration as aforesaid as stipulated in the said agreement. 

A Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement (DTA) exists between the 
Government of India and the Government of French Republic. This agreement 
is dated 26-3-1969. Article 111(1) of the said agreement clearly provides 
that the industrial or commercial profits (excluding the profits derived from 
the operation of ships or aircrafts) of an enterprise of one of the contracting 
States shall not be subjected to tax in the other contracting States unless 
the enterprise has a permanent establishment situated in that other contracting 
State. If it has such a permanent establishment, the profits attributable 
thereof shall be subjected to tax only in that other contracting State. Article 
111(5) further provides that the term 'industrial or commercial profits’ as used 
in this article shall not Include Income in tlie form of dividends, Interests, 
rents, royalties and similar payments as referred to in paragraph (2) of article 
VII, capital gains, remuneration for personal services or fees for technical 
services. The term ‘permanent establishment’ is defined in article II(i) of 
the said agreement to mean a fbced place of business in which the business 
of the enterprise is wholly or partly carried on. The term ‘fixed place of 
business’ shall include a place of management, a branch, an office, a factory, 
a workshop, a warehouse, a mine, a quarry or other places of extraction 
of natural resources. 

Article VH(1) of the said DTA further provides that royalties derived by a 
resident of one of the contracting States from sources in the other contracting 
States may be taxed in both the contracting States. Article VI!(2) defines 
the term ‘royalties’ to mean payments of any kind received as consideration 
for the uge of, or for the right to use any copyrights of literary, artTstic 
or scientific works, cinematogrphic films, patents, models, designs, plans, 
secret process of formulate, trademarks or for the use or for the right to 
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use. Industrial, commercial or scientific equipment or for information 
concerning industrial, commercial or scientific experience, but does not 
include any royalty or similar payments in respect of the operation of mines, 
quarries or other places of extraction of natural resources. 

The question involved in this reference is whether the consideration received 
by the French firm for the supply of various technical know-how and basic 
engineering services as also for supply of imported equipments constitutes 
industrial or commercial profits within the meaning of article III(5) of the 
DTA agreement between the Government of India and the Government 
of France. 

The Commissioner (Appeals) looked into the terms of agreement executed 
on 29-10-1981 between assessec-company and the French firm and after 
examining the DTA, the Commissioner (Appeals) felt that the profits arising, 
if any, to the French firm under the said agreement were clearly ‘Industrial 
or commercial profits’ within the meaning of article 111(5) of the DTA. He, 
therefore, 1011 that the assessee-company was not required to deduct any 
tax at source before making remittance to the French firm since such 
industrial or commercial profits, if any, derived by the French firm under 
the said Agreement were liable to be taxed only in France and not in India 
in view of the specific provisions contained in article 111(1) of the DTA as 
aforesaid. 

On appeal by the revenue, the Tribunal also examined the said agreement 
dated 29-10-1981 entered into between the assessee-company and the 
French firm and after considering the provisions of the DTA, the Tribunal 
felt that the said agreement provided for .supply of setting up of a plant 
with the engineering services of the French party. The enterprise taken 
by the French party in supplying and setting up the plant with its engineering 
services was nothing but to derive the profits which come within the purview 
of ‘industrial or commercial profit’. As defined in article 111(5) of the DTA 
and, therefore, according to the Tribunal, no tax was payable by the French 
firm. The Tribunal also considered the alternative argument of the depart- 
mental representative to the effect that the definition of royalty, as contained 
in section 9 of the Act, should also be considered. The Tribunal felt that 
since royalty has also been defined in DTA itself, there was no need to 
go to the definition of royalty contained in article Vll(2) of the DTA, th© 
Tribunal felt that the total consideration payable by the assessee-company 
to the French firm was not for use of or right to use, the patents, designs, 
secret process or formulae, etc., as contemplated under article Vll(2) of 
the DTA. In that view of the matter, the Tribunal held that no tax was 
payable by the French firm and, therefore, there was no question of deducting 
any tax at source either at the rate of 20 per cent or at the rate of 40 
per cent as originally directed by the ITO in his order dated 8-7-1982 passed 
under section 195(2). 
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The learned counsel appearing for the revenue before us submitted that 
the tribunal misconstrued the provisions of article III and article V]I(2) of 
the DTA and It failed to consider the definition of royalty and technical 
service fees as contained in section 9. According to hirn, the total paymerxts 
made by the assessee-company for know-how and basic engineering services 
;ame within the expression ‘royalty’ as denied under article VII of the DTA 
and, therefore,, it was wholly taxable in this country. He submitted that 
the payments made to the French firm did not come within the expression 
‘industrial or commercial profits’ as defined in article 111(5) of the DTA. The 
learned counsel appearing for the revenue also submitted that it is necessary 
to consider the definition of royalties as contained in section 9 in addition 
to the definition contained in DTA. 

Dr. Pal, the learned counsel, appearing for the assessee, however, reiterated 
the submissions made before the Commissioner (Appeals) as well as before 
the Tribunal. He, therefore, submitted that the non-resident French firm 
in this case has agreed to supply the Imported equipments as also the know- 
how and basic engineering services on an outright basis to the assessee- 
company in terms of the said agreement executed on 29-10-1981. The 
property right in such know-how and basic engineering service has not been 
■etained by the vendor, namely, the non-resident French firm. In case of 
royalty, the vendor retains the right of property over the know-how and 
the basic engineering services but allows the vendor to use or utilise them 
and, therefore, what is paid for the use of the know-how and basic 
engineering is royalty. In the present case, however, according to the learned 
counsel for the assessee, the know-how and basic engineering services were 
sold out by the French firm to the assessee-company on outright sale basis 
and the French firm, the vendor, did not retain any property or other right 
over the same. It was further submitted by Dr. Pal that there was no provision 
in the agreement for limiting the use of the rights for a certain period nor 
the assessee-company was given an exclusive right to use the know-how 
for a limited period. This was so becatige it was a case of sale on outright 
basis in terms of the said agreement. He, therefore, submitted that the 
Tribunal was fully Justified in holding that no part of the consideration payable 
by the Indian company, the assessee-company, to the French firm was 
chargeable to tax in India. 

At the outset we may deal with the alternative argument raised before us 
by the learned counsel appearing for the revenue to the effect that the Court 
should also look into the definition of royalty as contained in Explanation 
2 to section 9(l)(vl). It is by now well-settled that wherever there is a conflict 
between a DTA and the specific provisions contained in the Income-tax 
Act, the provisions of DTA will prevail over the statutory provisions contained , 
in the said Act. In this connection reference may be made to circular No.. 
333, dated 2-4-1982 (1982) 137 ITR (St.) 1. The CBDT made it quite 
clear that where a specific provision is made in the DTA, that provisions 
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will prevail over the general provisions contained in the Act. In fact, the 
DTA which has been entered into by the Centra! Government under section 
90 of the Act, also provides that the laws in force in a country will continue 
to govern the assessment and taxation of income in that country except 
where provisions to the contrary had been made in the agreement. Thus, 
where a DTA provides for a particular mode of computation of income, 
the same shbuld be followed irrespective of the provisions in the Act. Where 
there is no specific provision in the agreement, It is the basic law, l.c., 
the Act, that will govern the taxation of income. 

We also find that sub-section (2) has been inserted in section 90 of the 
Income-tax Act, by the Finance (No.2) Act, 1991 with retrospective effect 
from 1-4-1992. Sub-section (2) so Inserted as aforesaid clearly provides 
that where the Central Government has entered into an agreement with 
the Government of any country outside India under section 90 for granting 
relief of tax or, as the case may be, avoidance of double taxation, then, 
In relation to the assessee to whom such agreement applies, the provisions 
of this Act shall apply to the extent they are more beneficial to that assessee. 

In other words, it is very clear that the DTA Agreement shall always prevail 
even when an anormaly is noticed between the provisions of the Act and 
the provisions of DTA. Further, in view of sub-section (2) of section 90, 
the assessee has an option to claim that provisions of the Act may be made 
applicable if these are more beneficial to the assessee. In other words, the 
provisions of the Act, which are against the assessee can never be made 
applicable. In these circumstances, it is not at all necessary for us to look 
into the definition of royalty as contained in Explanation 2 to section 9(l)(vi), 
since it is common ground that the issue in question is covered by the DTA. 

Both the Commissioner (Appeals) as well as the Tribunal have looked Into 
the agreement dated 29-10-1981 executed between the assessee-company 
and the French firm. These two tax authorities have also examined the 
provisions of the DTA and more particularly the definition of the expression 
permanent establishment as contained in article 2(i), the provisions of 
article 111 which deal with the industrial or commercial profits that have to 
be taxed as well as article Vll which contains the definition of the expression 
royalties and which lays down that royalties derived by a resident of one 
of the contracting States from sources in the other contracting States may 
be taxed in both the contracting States. If the consideration payable by 
the assessee-company can come within the expression ‘royalty’ as defined 
in article VI1(2) of the DTA, there is ho difficulty in holding that such royalty 
can be taxed in India. But in this case,-the nature of know-how and basic 
engineering services as.well as supply of Imported equipments to the French 
firm supervision, erection and commissioning, including training of tech- 
nical personnel to be carried out by the French firm, seem to suggest that 
this comes within the purview of industrial or commercial profits, and not 
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within the purview of the expressioi ‘royalties' as defined in article V1I(2) 
of the OTA. It Is not a case of payment of consideration by the Indian 
company for the use of or for the right to use any patent, models, designs, 
plans, secret process or formulae or for the use of or for the right to use 
industrial, commercial or scientific equipments or for information concerning 
industrial, commercial or scientific experience. 

We, however, find that one of the stipulations under DTA between the 
Government of India and the Government of French Republic was to the 
effect that where a resident of one of the contracting States fulfils an order 
for sale of machinery to a resident of other contracting State arid it is 
incidental to the sale of the machinery that a person or persons employed 
by the resident of the first-mentioned contracting States should proceed 
to the other contracting States although assisting in the installation of the 
machinery therein, such activity, shall not be deemed to constitute a 
permanent establishment unless it is carried on for a period exceeding 3 
years or the expenses Incurred on such activity are more than 10 per cent 
of the total sale price of the order. Sub-clause (bb) of clause (i) of article 
II (1) of the DTA furtfier lays down that an enterprise of one of the contracting 
States shall be deemed to have 'a fixed place of business in the other 
contracting States, if it carries out in the other contracting State a con- 
struction, installation or assembly project or the like. In that event it will 
be a case of permanent establishment within the meaning of article 2( 1)(1). 
In that case some tax liability will arise in the hands of the French firm 
in respect of the amount payable by the assessee-company and such tax 
liability will have to be determined having regard to the provisions contained 
in clauses (2), (3) and (4) of article III of the DTA. A perusal of the scope 
of technical and engineering services to be provided by the French firm 
to the assessee-company shows that the French firm will also assist the 
Indian company in the installation of the plants being sold by them to the 
assessee-company. This part of the matter has not been considered either 
by the Commissioner (Appeals) or by the Tribunal. In our view, this aspect 
requires consideration. 

We, therefore, decline to answer the questions referred to us and remand 
the matter to the Tribunal and direct it to consider this aspect of the matter 
as well. Both the assessee as welt as the revenue shall be entitled to place 
facts as may be considered necessary by the Tribunal for considering this 
aspect of the matter. The Triburtal will re-declde the matter afresh in the 
light of the observations made by us in this judgment. 

% 

Banerjee, J. - I agree. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice G.T. Nanavati & 

Hor^'ble Mr. Justice S.D. Dave) 

WT Reference Nos. 1 to 3 of 1979 

Commissioner of Wealth>tax 
vs. 

Dilawar Syndicate (P) Ltd. 

For the Appellant ^Mlhlr Thakore 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on : 21.10.1992 

WEALTH-TAX RETURNS FtLED LATE — A.Ys. 1963-64 to 
1970-71 — Returns filed on behalf of non-resident as an agent 
— Penalties for late filing levied — Assessee pleading no notice 
for treating the assessee as an agent served — Held, assessee 
throughout filing return as an agent — No need for the Assessing 
Officer to issue notice treating the assessee as an agent — 
Penalties rightly levied. 

Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Sections 18(l)(a) & 22. 

FACTS 

Husain Kasam Dada, Mommad Sidqu Maji RahImtuUa and Vallmohmed 
Rahimtulla are neither citizens of India nor residing In India. However, 
the]) had received Income In India from the advances made to or deposits 
kepts with Dilawar Si>ndicate (P) Ltd., Junagadh. On 14.5.1971, Dilawar 
Sifndicate (P) Ltd. filed returns of all the three assessees for the A.Ys. 
1963-64 to 1970-71. While passing the assessment orders, the WTO 
also passed orders for Issuance of show cause notices iVs 18(l)(a) of the 
Wealth-tax Act, 1957 for late submission of the returns. Those notices 
were not replied to and in absence of any explanation on behalf of the 
assessees, orders for levying penalty were passed. The AAC dismissed 
the appeals and confirmed the orders passed by the WTO. The Tribunal 
held that Issuance of notices u/s 22(2) was necessary condition precedent 
before treating Dflwar Syndicate (P) Ltd. as agent of the assessese and 
as no such notice was Issued, even though they can be regarded as agent 
of the assessees, the penalty proceedings cannot be said to have been 
validly Initiated. Taking this view, the Tribunal allowed the appeals and 
ordered deletion of penalty Imposed upon the assessee. 

DECISION 

The Hon ble Court held that the Assessing Officer had no occasion td treat 
Dilawar Syndicate (P .) Ltd. as agent because Dilwar Syndicate (P) Ltd. had 
acted as agent of the assessees by filing returns voluntarily and represented 
the assessees throughout the assessment proceedings. In fact, they had 
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described themselves as agent of the assessees and, thus, admitted that they 
were the agent of the assessees. The Hon’ble Court was, therefore, of the 
opinion that in these cases it was not at all necessary for the Assessing 
Officer to issue notices to the respondents u/s 22(2) as the cases were 
governed by s^tion 22(1).- The respondents u/s 22(2) as the cases were 
governed by section 22(1). The respondents having voluntarily filed the 
wealth-tax returns on behalf of the assessees, admitted their status as their 
agent and, therefore, it was not necessary for the WTO to give any further 
notice to them u/s 22(2) before levying any penalty upon the assessees. 
The reference was thus decided against the assessees. 

Case referred to : 

Jadauji Narshidas & Co. us. CIT (1957) 31 ITR 1 (Bom) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(G.T. Nanauati, J.) ^ 

Though these references pertain to three different assessees 'and every 
assessment year, they were heard together and disposed of by the common 
judgment as the questions referred to this Court are identical. 

From the facts stated by the Tribunal and on the basis of the record, it 
appears the Husain Kasam Dada, assessce in WTR No. 1 of 1979, Mommad 
Sidlqu Maji Rahimtulla, asscssec in WTR No. 2 of 1979 and Valimohmed 
Rahimmuila, assessee in WTR No. 3 of 1979 are neither citizens of India 
nor residing in India. However, they had received income in India from 
the advances made to or deposits kepts with Dilawar Syndicate (f^ Ltd., 
Junagadh. On 14.5.1971, Dilawar Syndicate (P) Ltd. filed returns of all 
the three assessees for the A.Ys. 1963-64 to 1970-71. While passing the 
assessment orders, the WTO also passed orders for Issuance of show cause 
notices u/s 18(l)(a) of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (‘theAct*) for late submission 
of the returns. Those notices were not replied to and in absence of any 
explanation on behalf of the assessees, orders for levying penalty were 
passed. It appears front the orders levying penalty that even though the 
assessees were informed about the date fixed for hearing of the assessment 
proceedings, nobody had appeared on behalf of the assessees. Aggrieved 
by the orders Imposing pienalty, the assessees through their agent Dilawar 
Syndicate (P.) Ltd. preferred appeals before the AAC. What was contended 
before the AAC was that the deposits made by the assessees were invested 
with Kathiawar Industries Ltd., and, therefore, they believed fhat it was 
not their obligation to file wealth-tax returns. In May 197 1 , it was brought 
to the.ir notice by the teuc consultantlhat they were under statutory obligation 
to pay wealth-tax as agent of these assessees and it was for drat reason 
that they filed the returns. It was also contended that before imposing penalty 
show-cause notices were not served legally on the legally authorised agent. 
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It was further contended that there was no deliberate or intentional default 
on their part and, therefore, the order of penalty was not legal and 
sustainable. 

The AAC held that as returns were filed by Dilawar Syndicate (P.) Ltd. 
voluntarily acting as an agent of the assessee, section 22(1) of the Act applied 
and it was the statutory obligation of the appellant, viz, Dilawar Syndicate 
(P.) Ltd., to file wealth-tax returns within time. As regards the contention 
that show-cause notices were not served, the AAC held that notices were 
served upon B.M. Ratia of Dilawar Syndicate, as authorised representative 
of the assessees. Ratia had represented the assessees during the assessment 
proceedings and, therefore, it was not correct to say that show-cause notice 
were not properly served.- He also held that Dilawar Syndicate (P.) Ltd. 
had acted as agent of the assessees right from 1946 and, therefore, it was 
not correct to sa\/ that only when their attention was drawn by their tax 
consultant that they realised that they had filed the returns. He, therefore, 
dismissed the appeals and confirmed the orders passed by the WTO. 

Aggrieved by the orders passed by the AAC, Dilawar Syndicate (P.) Ltd. 
preferred eight separate appeals before the Tribunal for each of the three 
assessees as the orders pertained to eight different assessment years, viz., 
assessment years 1963-64 to 1970-71. The Tribunal held that issuance 
of notices under section 22(2) was necessary condition precedent before 
treating Dilawar Syndicate (P.) Ltd. as agent of the assessees and as no 
such notice was Issued, even though they can be regarded as agent of the 
assessees the penalty proceedings cannot be said to have been validly 
initiated. Taking this view, the Tribunal allowed the appeals and ordered 
deletion of penalty Imposed upon the assessees. 

The revenue, therefore, preferred 24 separate applications for referring 
the following three questions to this Court : 

1 . Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Income-lax Appellate Tribunal was right in law in deleting the 
penalties Imposed under section 18(l)(a) of the WT Act, 1957? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in law in holding that without service of notice 
as required under section 22(2) of Wealth-tax Act no person could 
be held liable to file return of net wealth of a jjerson residing 
outside India ? 

3. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in law in holding that a person who being in 
possession or custody of any asset of a person restdlng outside 
India filed returns of net wealth of the person residing abroad 
without receipt of notice under section 22(2) of Wealth-tax Act 

was not liable to be penalised under section 18(1) of the W T 
Act ?" 
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As the said questions do arise out of its orders, the Tribunal has referred 
the same to this Court for Its opinion. 

What is contended by the learned counsel for the revenue is that the Tribunal 
has committed an error of law In holding that without service of notice 
under section 22(2) of the Act, no person could be held liable to file return 
of net wealth of a person residing outside India and that he cannot be made 
liable to pay penalty under section 18(l)(i). 

Before we refer to the relevant provisions of law, it would be profitable 
to again emphasises the facts which are not in dispute. Dilawar Syndicate 
(P.) Ltd. had voluntarily filed wealth-tax returns. During the wealth-tax 
proceedings, they had represented the assessce by acting as their agent. 
They had not raised any contention during the assessment proceedings that 
they were not agent of the assessees. It also appears that tax was paid 
by them on behalf of the assessees. The person who represented them during 
the assessment proceedings was served with the show-cause notices whereby 
penalty proceedings were initiated. 

We may now turn to section 22. It becomes apparent from sub-section 
(1) thereof that tax may be levied upon and recovered from an agent of 
the person liable to pay tax under the Act (sic) who is residing outside India. 
The agent of the assessee is deemed to be, for the purposes of the Act, 
an assessee in respect of such tax. Sub-section (2) reads as under : 

“(2) Any person employed by or on behalf of a person referred to in 
sub-section (1) or through whom such person is in the receipt of any 
income, profits or gains or who is in px)ssession or has custody of any 
asset of such person an upon whom the Assessing Officer has caused 
a notice to be served of his intention of treating him as the agent of 
such person shall, for the purposes of sub-section (1), be deemed to 

be the agent of such person.” 

» 

Persons who are not employed as agents by their principals can also be 
regarded as agents, according to this sub-section. It specifies different 
persons who can be regarded as agents of the assessee. It provides that 
(i) any person employed by or on behalf of a person liable to pay tax under 
the Act but in residing outside India; (ii) any person through whom such 
person that is person residing outside India liable to pay tax under the Act, 
is in receipt of any income, profits or gains; or (ill) any person who is in 
possession or has custody of any asset of such person that is person residing 
outside India liable to pay tax in India. However, this sub-section further 
provides that before treating any such person as an agent, the Assessing 
Officer is satisfied about the conditions necessary for treating any such 
person agent, he can treat such person as gent and thereafter he Is to 
be deemed as agent of the person residing outside India but who is liable 
to pay tax under the Act. Thus, sub-section (2) provides who can be deemed 
to be an agent of non-resident assessees. These are the persons who even 
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though they are not appointed as agents of the principals, that is, assessees, 
may be treated as assessees. If such persons are to be treated as agents, 
the requirements of giving notice will become applicable. There is no such 
requirement of issuing a notice to a persons who is otherwise appointed 
as agent or who has acted agent and who has been accepted as agent of 
the assessee. Whereas sub-section (1) refers to an agent who is either 
appointed or accepted as agent, sub-section (2) indicates who can be treated 
as an agent. 

As pointed out above, in this case, the Assessing Officer had no occasion 
to treat Dilawar Syndicate (P.) Ltd. as agent because Dilawar Syndicate (P.) 
Ltd., had acted as agent of the assessees by filing returns voluntarily and 
represented the assessees throughout the assessment proceedings. In fact, 
they had described themselves as agent of the assessees and, thus, admitted 
that they were the agent of the assessees. We are of the opinion that in 
these cases, it was not at ail necessary for the Assessing Officer to issue 
notices to the respondents under section 22(2) as the cases were governed 
by section 22(1). The view which we are taking is also to some extent, 
supported by a decision of the Bombay High Court in the case of Jadavji 
Narshidas & Co. vs. CIT (1957) 31 ITR 1. This was a case under the 
Indian Income-tax Act, 1922. Though the relevant provisions of that Act 
and the provisions with which we are concerned cannot be said to be 
identical, the observations made in that decision can usefully be applied 
to this case also. Therein, the High Court has held that as the assessee 
made the return without being called upon to submit a return by a notice 
under section 22(2) and in that return he admitted the status as an agent 
of the non-resident, non-service of notice was of no consequence. The High 
Court observed that once he filed the reun as agent, without being called 
upon to do so, he admitted his status as agent. The Bombay High Court 
also held that the provision requiring notice to be given to such a person 
is a procedural requirement and not a condition precedent to initiation of 
the proceedings. 

In this case^,also, it can be said that the respondents having voluntarily 
filed the wealth-tax returns on behalf of the assessee, admitted their status 
as their agent and, therefore, it was not necessary for the Wealth-tax Officer 
to give any further notice to them under section 22(2) before levying any 
penalty upon the assessees. 

In that view of the t^ter, question No. 1 will have to be answered in the 
negative, that is, In favour of the revenue and against the assessees. Question 
No. 2 is also answered'-in the negative, that is, in favour of the revenue 
and against the assessees. Question No. 3 Is also answered In the negative, 
that is, in favour of revenue and against the assessees. There will be no 
order as to costs. 

As 8 separate appeals were filed in each case ahd 8 separate reference 
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were made in each case, the T ribunal ought to have made separate references 
in respect of each of the assessment yeas. As that has not been dond'ty 
the Tribunal, we direct the office to give separate numbers to the references 
treating reference No. 1 as reference for the assessment year 1963-64, 
and like wise, to give separate numbers to other references for different 
years. 

Reference answered in the negative. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice N.B. Shah & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.N. Mathur) 

Special Civil Application No. 259 of 1980 

Garden Silk Weaving Factory 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant J,P. Shah 

For the Respondent M.R. Bhatt 

Decided on 27-6-1994 . 

WAIVER OF PENALTY U/S 27 SA — Penalty for concealment levied 
and confirmed by the Tribunal — Assessee making payment of 
the amount — CIT rejecting application since penalty already paid 
— Held, the word ‘payable' in section 273A meaning liable to 
pay a particular sum — Even if penalty paid provisions of section 
273A applicable — Rejection by the CIT on irrelevant ground — 
CIT directed to consider application afresh. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 273A. 

FACTS 

For the A.Y. 1968-69, the petitioner submitting a return of income. 
Before assessment proceedings started, petitioner making a petition for 
settlement to the CIT. Assessment ■completed at Rs. 11,14,179 which 
was reduced In appeal to Rs. 7,21,238/-. A penalty of Rs. 7,92,820 was 
confirmed by the Tribunal. Thereafter petitioner filed an application 
u/s 273A(4) for waiver of above penalty. The application was rejected 
by the CIT on the ground that petitioner had already paid the penalty 
and, therefore, section 273(4) was not available to the assessee. 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble court held that in their view the ground for rejection of 
petitioner's application that It has already paid the amount of penalty and, 
therefore, genuine hardship existed to the assessee cannot be said to be 
valid reason for rejection of the application u/s 273(4). In the context of 
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section 273A the word ‘payable’ would mean that .the assessee Is liable , 
to pay a particular sum as penalty. Even if the liability to pay penalty is i 
discharged it would not mean that he is not entitled to get relief u/s 273A 
otherwise no assessee would pay the penalty till the proceedings u/s 273A I 
are over. The CIT, therefore, rejected the application on totally irrelevant i 
ground. The order of the CIT was set aside with a direction to pass fresh 
order. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Smt. Kherunissa Allibhai us. CIT (1978) 113 ITR 443 (Guj.) 

2. New Delhi Municipal Committee vs. Kalu Ram (1976) 3 SCC 407 
(SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

tN.B. Shah, J.) 

For the assessment year 1968-69 the petitioner submitted return of income 
of Rs. 3,83,300 on 17-10-1968. Before the assessment proceedings 
started, the petitioner made an application dated 29-3-1971 for settlement 
to the Commissioner, disclosing voluntarily an amount of Rs. 3,00,000 being 
profit on sale of Import licence and on the next day, i.e., on 30-3-1971 
filed a revised return Including the above voluntarily disclosed income. The 
ITO did not accept that the Import licence was sold for Rs. 3,00,000 and 
he estimated the profit on sale of yarn and made additions in profit and 
Investment said to have been made in disposal of import licence. He 
estimated the income at Rs. 11,14,179. On appeal, the AAC reduced the 
said amount to Rs. 7,21,438. The order passed by the AAC was confirmed 
by the Tribunal. 

Thereafter, the lAC passed an order dated 3-3-1976 under section 271(l)(c) 
imposing penalty of Rs. 11,02,000. The Tribunal reduced the penalty to 
Rs. 7,92,820. The petitioner paid the amount of penalty and interest over 
it on 1-9-1977. 

Thereafter the petitioner filed an application dated 28-9-1977 under section 
273A(4) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 for waiver of the above penalty. In 
the said application it was, inter alia, pointed out by the petitioner that 
the petitioner and Its partners had already suffered the financial liability 
of Rs. 18,90,100 in respect of the transaction. It was prayed that the 
Commissioner may exercise the power under section 273(4) and waive the 
penalty as otherwise It would cause genuine hardship to the petitioner and 
it was also pointed out that the petitioner had co-operated in all inquiry 
relating to the assessment and in the proceeding for the recovery if any 
amount due from it. The petitioner also pointed out the financial hardship 
which would be caused to it by imposition of the said penalty. 
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That application was rejected by the order dated 18-12-1979 (Annexure 
“K”) passed by the respondent under Section 273A(4) on the ground that 
the petitioner had already paid the penalty and, therefore, section 273(4} 
was not available to him. The Commissioner arrived at the conclusion that 
the words used in sub-section (4) are ‘any penalty payable’ which would 
indicate that when the amount of penalty is outstanding then the power 
of waiver of penalty can be exercised. That order (Annexure “K”) is 
challenged by filing this petition. 

In our view the ground for rejection of the petitioner’s application that it 
has already paid the amount of penalty and, therefore, there is no genuine 
hardship caused to the assessee, cannot be said to be a valid reason for 
rejection of an application under section 273A(4). By considering the 
scheme of section 273A and, particularly sub-section (4), it' is apparent that 
if the penalty which is Imposed is paid, it would definitely indicate that the 
assessee has co-operated in the proceeding for recovery of any amount 
due for him and it would be a factor which is required referring to sub- 
section (4) of section 273A which empowers the Commissioner to reduce 
or waive the amount of penalty payable by the assessee. Sub-section (4) 
reads as under: 

“273A(4) Without prejudice to the powers conferred on him by any 
other provision of this Act, the Commissioner may, on an application 
made in this behalf by an assessee, and after recording his reasons for 
so doing, reduce or waive the amount of any penalty payable by the 
assessee under this Act or stay or compound any proceeding for the 
recovery of any such amount, if he is satisfied that 

(i) to do otherwise would cause genuine hardship to the assessee, having 
regard to the circumstances of the case; and 

(ii) the assessee has co-operated in any enquiry relating to the assessment 
or any proceeding for the recovery of any amount due from him.” 

Reading this sub-section it is clear that for grant of relief, the Commissioner 
is required to consider whether (i) in the facts of the case there would be 
genuine hardship to the assessee if relief is not granted, assessment or any 
proceeding for the recovery of any amount due from him. 

(ii) the assessee has co-operated in any inquiry relating to the assessment 
or any proceedings for the recovery of any amount due from him. That 
would mean that clause (i) of sub-section (4) requires that the Commissioner 
should verify that the assessee has co-operated (a) In any inquiry relating 
to the assessment or (b) in any proceeding for the amount due from him. 
The second part of clause (ii) would certainly indicate that if he has co- 
operated in recovery of the amount of penalty payable by him, then it cannot 
be said that the Commissioner would have no jurisdiction to entertain the 
assessee’s application. In our view, the conditions precedent for exercise 
of quasi-judicial power under section 273A(4) are the two-objective criteria 
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mentioned in clauses (i) and (ii) and not whether the assessee has or has 
not paid penalty. As observed by the Division Bench of this Court In the 
case of Smt. Kherunlssa Alllbhal vs. CIT (1978) 113 ITR 443 (GuJ.), 
the whole concept under section 27 3A Is that the mitigating circumstances 
or certain circumstances specified in the section for the purpose of getting 
the penalty waived or reduced; when the assessee approaches the 
Commissioner under section 273A, he does not dispute his liability to pay 
the penalty; all that he says is that he should be given the relief of reduction 
or waiver by the fact that the conditions specified lii section 273A are 
satisfied. So, what is meant paid meant in the context of the scheme of 
section 273A is, whether mitigating circumstances for waiver or deduction 
of the penalty are satisfied or not. If such conditions are satisfied, it would 
not mean that he is not entitled to get relief. Further, considering the scheme 
of section 273A, the phrase ‘reduce or waive the amount of any penalty 
payable by the assessee under this Act’ would cover case where penalty 
is payable or paid by the assessee. Where considering the word ‘payable’ 
used in section 7(1) of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1958 the Supreme Court in the case of New Delhi 
Municipal Committee vs. Kalu Ram (1976) 3 SCC 407, has observed 
that the word ‘payable’ somewhat indefinite in import and its meaning must 
be farthered from the context in which it occurs; ‘payable’ generally means 
that which should be paid. In the context of Section 273A the word ‘payable’ 
would mean that assessee is liable to. pay a particular sum as penalty. Even 
if the liability to pay penalty is discharged, it would not mean that he is 
not entitled to get relief under section 273A otherwise no assessee would 
pay the penalty till the proceedings under section 273A are over. 

In our view, as the Commissioner has rejected the application of the 
petitioner on a totally irrelevant ground, the order passed by him requires 
to be quashed, and set aside. 

In this result, the petition is allowed. The impugned order dated 
18-12-1979 (Annexurc "K") passed by the respondent is quashed and set 
aside. The Commissioner is directed to decide the application filed by the 
petitioner afresh on merits in accordance with law. Rule made absolute to 
the aforesaid extent with no order as to costs. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice R.P. Sethi & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Sat Pal) 

Income-tax Case No. 162 of 1994 
Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Lakshmi Printing Co. 

For the Appellant R.P. Sawhney with Aradhana Sawhney 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on 30-9-1994 

REFERENCE — Tribunal refusing to refer the matter in view of 
full bench judgment of the jurisdictional High Court — Assessee 
filing petition for a direction to refer the matter — Revenue praying 
that the judgment relied upon subject matter of appeal before 
Supreme Court — Held, a mere admission of appeal by the apex 
court without staying the operation of judgment cannot be held 
to be a question of law — Tribunal rightly rejected the reference 
application of the revenue. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS 

A pra\>er Is made that a direction be Issued to the respondent — Tribunal 
to make a reference to this Court regarding the alleged question of law 
formulated before It, In view of the Full Bench judgment of five Judges 
of this Court In M/s Sovrin Knit Works 199 ITR 679, the present petition 
is not maintainable as the point of law sought to be referred stands 
alreadit settled by the aforesaid judgment. The revenue pleaded after 
the grant of Special Leave Petition filed by the revenue, a direction Is 
required to be Issued to the Tribunal for making reference to this Court, 
as according to them the admission of the appeal In the Supreme Court 
by Itself makes a question, the subject matter of the appeal, to be an 
important question of law. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the High Court can require the making of 
reference upon a question of law which has not been settled or decided 
by it or by the Apex Court. In view of the Full Bench judgment of this 
Court in A(/s Sovrin Knit Work’s case, no further action is required to 
be taken. The mere admission of appeal in the Hon'ble Supreme Court 
without staying the operation of the judgment of this court cannot be held 
to be a question of law requiring the direction for making a reference in 
terms of sub-section (2) of section 256 of the Act. 
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Cases referred to : 

1. Empire Industries Ltd. vs. UOI, 162 ITR 846 (SC) 

2. Assessing Authorlty-cum-Exclse & Taxation Officer, Gurgaon & 
Another vs. East India Cotton Mfg. Co. Ltd. 48 STC 239 (SC) 

3. CIT us. Shiu Parshad 146 ITR 397 (P&H) 

4. CIT us. Indian Press Exchange, 176 ITR 331 

5. CIT vs. Kerala SRTC Trust 167 ITR 383 

6. CIT us. Chander Bhan Harbhajan Lai 60 ITR 188 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

By means of this application filed under sub-section 2 of Section 256 of 
the Income-tax Act (for short the ‘Act’) a prayer is made that a direction 
be issued to the respondent — ^Tribunal to make a reference to this Court 
regarding the alleged question of law formulated before it. In view of the 
Full Bench Judgment of five Judges of this Court in M/s Sourin Knit Works 
199 ITR 679, the present petition Is not maintainable as the point of law 
sought to be referred stands already settled by the aforesaid judgment. Mr. 
R.P. Sawhney, Advocate, submits that after the grant of Special Leave 
Petition filed by the Revenue, a direction is required to be issued to the 
Tribunal for making reference to this Court, as according to him the 
admission of the appeal in the Supreme Court by itself makes a question, 
the subject matter of the appeal, to be an important question of law. The 
learned counsel has also relied upon 1966 ITR 619 and 114 ITR 411 in 
support of his submissions and to urge that while deciding a petition under 
sub-section (2) of Section 256 of the Act the Court should not be concerned 
with the ultimate result which is likely to emerge. 

It is acknowledged position of law that the powers exercised under sub- 
section (2) of Section 256 of the Act are advisory in nature. Being a special 
Jurisdiction, the High Court can require the making of reference on a question 
of law which has not been settled or decided by it or by the Apex Court. 
In view of the Full Bench Judgment of this Court in M/s Sourin Knit Work's 
case (supra) no further action is required to be taken. The mere admission 
of appeal in the Hon’ble Supreme Court without even staying the operation 
of the Judgment of this Court cannot be held to be a question of law requiring 
the direction for making a reference In terms of sub-section (2) of section 
256 of the Act. The reliance of the learned counsel on the aforesaid two 
judgments is misplaced. 

A Division Bench of this Court in CIT vs. Shiv Parshad, 146 ITR 397 
held : 

The Tribunal was right in declining to refer the case for the opinion 
of the High Court because the Court had already expressed an opinion 



19951 err vs. M/s Agarwal Rooring Stone Company (Raj.) 201 


on that law point and had dissented from the view taken by the Allahabad 
High Court and no useful purpose would be served by Issuing a writ 
of mandamus under s. 256(2) because it had not been shown to the 
Court that the opinion already expressed by the Court in Anand Sarup’s 
case was erroneous. Further, it would be a futile exercise for the Tribunal 
to refer the matter to the High Court and if Tribunal declined, then 
to issue a mandamus to the Tribunal to refer the matter, because In 
either eventuality, the answer would be a forgone conclusion. In such 
a situation, it should be deemed that the case was stated to the High 
Court and following the earlier decision the High Court had answered 
the question on those lines.” 

To the same effect are the judgments in C/T us. Indian Press Exchange, 
176 ITR 331 and CIT vs. Kerala SRTC Trust 167 ITR 383. 

The Supreme Court in CIT vs. Chander Bhan Harbhajan Lai, 60 ITR 188 
held that “where the question of law raised was not substantial and the 
answer to the question was self evident, the Court was bound to require 
the Tribunal to refer the question." In the instant case, the answer to the 
question sought to be referred is self evident in view of the judgment of 
the Full Bench in M/s Sourin Knit Works’ case (supra). 

No merit dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 201 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. V.K. Singhal) 

DBIT Reference No. 95 of 1994 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Agarwal Flooring Stone Company 

For the Appellant G.S. Bapna 

For the Respondent : None 

Decided on : 6-2-1995 

REFERENCE — Assessee claiming investment allowance and higher 
depreciation on dumpers — Tribunal holding dumpers capable of 
being used both as mining machinery and as road transport vehicle 
— Matter sent back to record finding whether dumpers used as 
road transport or purely as mining machinery — Revenue seeking 
reference against the directions to find further facts — Held, 
directions oEthe Tribunal fully justified — No question of law arose 
Application dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 
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facts & DECISION 

Assessee is engaged in the business of exploitation of mines, extraction 
of stones and sale thereof. The assessee claimed investment allowance and 
higher rate of depreciation on dumpers employed by it. The Tribunal found 
that the claim of the assessee could not either be allowed or rejected 
automatically merely because they were called dumpers. Dumpers are 
capable of being used as a mining machinery as well as road vehicle. The 
Tribunal, therefore, remanded the matter with a direction to record a finding 
on this issue. Being aggrieved, the revenue sought reference which was 
rejected by the Tribunal. The revenue approached the High Court for 
direction to the Tribunal u/s 256(2). The Hon’ble Court held that unless 
a clear finding was recorded as to what use the dumpers were put to, the 
matter could not be decided. The Tribunal was, therefore, right in remanding 
the matter for finding further facts. No question of law arose and the 
application of the revenue was dismissed. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

By this application u/s 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 it is prayed 
that it may be directed to refer the following question of law alongwith 
the statement of the case for the opinion of this Court : 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case,' and in 
law the Tribunal was justified in directing the Assessing Officer to find 
out whether during the year under consideration, the dumpers were 
used by the assessee as road transport vehicles or whether they were 
used purely as mining machineries for allowing Investment allowance 
depreciation as per the provisions despite the fact that the IT AT in 
A.Yr. 1981-82 vide order in !TA No. 561/JP/1988 dated 11-9-1991 
in this very case has held that the dumpers are road vehicles and are 
not entitled to Investment allowance and higher depreciation?” 

The assessee is engaged in business of exploitation of mine, extraction of 
stones and sale thereof. Inter alia the assessee claimed higher depreciation 
and investment allowance on the dumpers, which was disallowed by the 
Assessing Officer and even in appeal. In second appeal before the Tribunal 
the T ribunal has referred its order in the case of M/ s Nav Bharat Construction 
Co., wherein it was observed that investment allowance and additional 
depreciation on dumpers cannot be either allowed or rejected automatically 
merely because they are called dumpers. The durnpers are capable of being 
used both as mining machinery and machinery as road transport vehicles, 
but it was for the assessee to establish that they were used exclusively as 
mining machinery and not as road transport vehicles. The assessee will be 
entitled for investment allowance or additional depreciation on dumpers 
only if the dumpers used as mining machinery. The Tribunal has referred 
the decision of this Court in the case of Kumar Transport Put. Ltd. It 
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is further observed by the Income-teix Appellate Tribunal in the year under 
consideration that no specific material has been brought on record. Therefore 
the matter was restored to the file of the Assessing Officer to make necessary 
enquiry to find out whether In the year under consideration the dumpers 
were used by the assessee as road transport vehicles or whether they were 
used purely as mining machinery. 

When necessary facts relevant to the issue; whether the dumpers are road 
transport vehicles or form part of the machinery are not brought on record. 
No enquiry has been made by the assessee Itself. In such circumstances 
the Tribunal was fully justified in remitting the matter back to the Assessing 
Officer to make necessary enquiries to ascertain whether the assessee is 
entitled for investment allowance or additional depreciation. No purpose 
will be served in calling the question for our opinion as we are agreed with 
the view taken by the Tribunal on the question proposed. 

In the result, the reference application u/s 256(2) is dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 203 (SC) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDiA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. B.P. Jeevan Reddy & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. G.T. Nanavatl) 

Civil Appeal No. 2636 of 1977 ETC 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Ajanta Electricals, Punjab etc. 

For the Appellant J. Ramamurthy 

Decided on : 2-5-1995 

EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE THE RETURN — A.Y. 1 966-67 
Application for extension filed late — Penalty for late filing 
of return deleted by High Court — Held, assessee entitled to file 
application for extension even after period for filing return allowed 
u/s 139(2) expired — Application for extension of time valid — 
Penalty for late filing rightly deleted. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 139(2). 

FACTS 

In respect of A. Y. 1 966-67, notices u/s 139(2) were Issued to the assessee 
to file the return. The return was required to be filed by 19-6-1966 but 
the return was filed on 27-61967. The returns were late and the ITO 
Initiated penalty proceedings for late filing of the returns. Assessee 
pleaded that they had made application for extension of time. The first 
application was made on 29-6-1966. The ITO Is of the view that since 
application seeking extension of time was not filed within the time 
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allowed by notice «/s 139(2), such belated applications could not be 
entertained. In this view of the matter the ITO Imposed penalty for late 
filing of return. The AAC on appeal cancelled the penalty Imposed. The 
Tribunal, however, agreed with the view of the ITO that belated applications 
cannot be' regarded as legal and valid and allowed the appeal of the 
department. On reference to High Court, the Hon’ble Court loas of the 
view that proviso to section 139(2) does not contain any limitation to 
the effect that an application should be filed within the stipulated time 
and application for extension of time could be made even after the expiry 
of that period. It Is against this decision of the High Court that the 
Revenue has come In appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Apex Court held that there are no words of limitation In Section 
139(2) to the effect that no appilcation could be filed after the period allowed 
had expired. As was stated earlier, It was a procedural provision. The limit 
of thirty days was not intended to be final as discretion was given to the 
ITO to extend that date. The ITO could have been called upon to exercise 
that discretion for proper reasons. No fetters were placed upon the discretion 
of the ITO as regards the number of times he could extend the date or 
the period for which he could extend it. There is no justification for reading 
into the section any limitation to the effect that no application could be 
made after the time allowed had expired. There was no good reason to 
construe the section so narrowly. Though the Civil Procedure Code by Itself 
does not apply to the proceedings under the Income-tax Act, there is no 
reason why a principle of procedure evolved for doing Justice to a party 
to the proceeding cannot be called in aid to while interpreting a procedural 
provision contained in the Act. The Hon’ble Apex Court held that the view 
taken by the Punjab & Haryana High Court in these cases and by the Calcutta 
High Court in Sunderdas Thackersay & Bros. vs. CIT (137 ITR 646) is 
correct and the contrary view taken by the Andhra Pradesh High Court 
In T. Venkata Krishnaiah & Co. vs. CIT {93 ITR 297), Gauhati High Court 
in Assam Frontier Veneer & Saw Mills vs. CIT (104 ITR 479) and the 
Patna High Court in CIT vs. S.P. Viz Construction Co. (165 ITR 732) is 
not correct. The applications made by the assessees u/s 139(2) for extension 
of time after the expiry of the time allowed were maintainable and, therefore, 
valid. The appeal of the department was dismissed. 

Cases refemred to ; 

1. Sunderdas Thackersay & Bros. vs. CIT 137 ITR 646 (Cal.) 

2. Mahanth Ram Das vs. Ganga Das AIR 1961 SC 882 

3. T. Venkata Krishnaiah & Co. vs. CIT 93 ITR 297 (AP) 

4. CIT vs. S.P. Viz Construction Co. 165 ITR 732 (Pat.) 

5. Assam Frontier Veneer & Saw Mills vs. CIT 104 ITR 479 (Gau.) 
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Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(G.T. Nanavati, J.) 

These four appeals arise out of the judgment delivered by the Punjab and 
Haryana High Court In I.T. Reference Nos. 17, 19, 44 and 45 of 1974. 
A common question which arises for consideration in these appeals is 
whether an application made under section 139(2) of the Income-teix Act 
for extension of time for filing of the return of Income, after the expiry 
of the stipulated period could be regarded as legal and valid. 

The respondent in Civil Appeal No. 2636 of 1977 is a partnership firm 
and the respondents in Civil Appeal Nos. 2499-2501 of 1977 are its 
partners. In respect of the assessment year 1966-67 individual notices under 
Section 139(2) were Issued to the ftffn and its three partners requiring them 
to furnish returns of their income within 30 days from the date of service 
of the notice. The notice was served upon the firm on 18-5-1966 and the 
partners were served on 24-6-1966. Therefore, the return was required 
to be filed by the firm on or before 19-6-1966 and the partners had to 
file their returns on or before 24-7-1966. All of them submitted their returns 
on 27-6-1967. 

At the time of completing the assessment the ITO initiated proceedings 
under Section 271(l)(a) for levying penalty as there was delay in filing the 
return without reasonable cause. In those proceedings the assessees pointed 
out that they had made applications to the ITO on 29-6-1966 and 
31-12-1966 for extending the time upto 31-12-1966 and 31-3-1967 
respectively ^nd contended that no penalty should be Imposed upon them 
as they reasonably believed that those applications were granted since they 
were not rejected by the ITO. The ITO did not accept this contention as 
in his view no authentic evidence was produced by the assessees in that 
behalf and also because such applications had to be made before the expiry 
of the due date for the filing of the returns. He, therefore, passed order 
levying penalty upon them. The assessees went in appeal to the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner. He recorded a finding that applications dated 
29-6-1966 and 31-12-1966 were made by the assessees and that the firm 
had made one more application dated 15-5-1967 for extension of time 
upto 30-6-1967. He accepted the contention of the assessees that they 
had reasonably presumed that their applications were granted as they were 
not rejected and thus there was reasonable cause for the delay In fllln 
the returns, till the last date upto which extension was sought for. He, 
therefore, cancelled the penalty imposed upon the firm and restricted the 
penalty Imposed upon the partners to the period for which no reasonable 
cause was shown. The Revenue preferred appeals against those orders tc 
the Tribunal. It held that belated applications cannot be regarded as l^al 
and valid, sdlowed the anneals amd restored the orders paiSsed bv the ITO. 
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At the instance of the assessees the Tribunal made the reference to the 
High Court. Main judgment was delivered by the High Court in I.T. Reference 
No. 17 of 1974. The High Court held that as the proviso to section 139(2) 
does not contain any limitation to the effect that an application for extension 
should be filed within the stipulated time, an application for extension of 
time can be made even after the expiry of that period. The Form prescribed 
for making an application for extension of time also indicates that an 
application for that purpose can be filed even after the expiry of the due 
date. It, therefore, decided the question in favour of the assessees. 

What is contended by the learned counsel for the Revenue is that the High 
Court has not interpreted the proviso to section 139(2) correctly. It is 
submitted that the Income Tax Act Is a complete Code hy itself and in the 
absence of a specific provision in the Act or the rules made thereunder, 
it should have been held that making an application for extension of time 
is not permissible after the expiry of the period either "pecified originally 
or extended by the ITO for the filing of the returns; and, therefore, the 
belated applications filed by the assessees were invalid. 

Section 139(2), which was deleted with effect from 1-4-1989, at the relevant 
time read as under :- 

"(2) In the case of any person who, in the Income-tax Officer’s opinion, 
is assessable under this Act, whether on his own total income or on 
the total Income of any other person during the previous year, the 
Income-tax Officer may, before the end of the relevant assessment year, 
serve a notice upon him requiring him to furnish, within thirty days 
from the date of service of the notice, a return of his income or the 
income of such other person during the previous year, in the prescribed 
form and verified \n the prescribed manner and setting forth such other 
jsarticulars as may be prescribed; 

Provided that on an application made in the prescribed manner the 
Income-tax Officer may, in his discretion, extend the date for the 
furnishing of the return, and when the date for furnishing the return, 
whether fixed originally or on extension, falls beyond the 30th day of 
September or as the case may be, the 31st day of December of the 
assessment year, the provisions of sub-clause (ill) of the proviso to sub- 
section (1) shall apply.” 

It provided for the manner in which a person, who, in the opinion of the 
ITO, was assessable, could be directed to furnish a return of his Income 
and the manner in which he had to file the return. A notice was required 
to be given to such person and he had to file the rcttim within thirty days 
from the date of service of the notice. The period so fixed could be extended 
by the ITO, if an application for that purpose was made in the prescribed 
manner. The i»‘oviso enabled the ITO to extend the date for furnishing 
the return and laid down the procedure for moving the ITO for that purpose. 
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The manner of making such an application was prescribed by Rule 13. 
The form prescribed was Form No. 6, It reads as under : 

“Form No. 6 : Under Section 139(l)/(2)/(3) df the Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

I/we have to file the return of my/our Income 

in income of in respect of which I/we are assessable 

•for the assessment year commencing on 1st April, 19.. 
before 19 . For the reasons given below, it is not possible 

has not been possible 

for me/us to file the return before the said date.” 

We are also referring to this prescribed form because the High Court after 
referring to it, has observed that “the prescribed fonn clearly shows that 
the application for extension of time may be filed even after the expiry 
of the period prescribed for filing the return.” The Calcutta High Court 
in Sunderdas Thakersa\; & Bros. vs. CIT 137 ITR 646 has also taken 
the same view. 

Even when the ITO extended the date, if it fell beyond the dates mentioned 
in the proviso, the provision of sub-clause (iii) of the proviso to sub-section 
(1) became applicable and interest at the rate of 6 per cent became paya' le 
as stipulated in that provision. The object of the provision was to see that 
the assessee did not gain in an way by postponement of furnishing the 
return with the hope that the could postponed payment of tax to a later 
date and have the advantages of utilising that amount during that period, 
as he was made to pay Interest on the amount of tax found payable. At 
the -same time, it was provided in sub-section (8) that the ITO could in 
prescribed cases and under prescribed circumstances, reduce or waive the 
interest payable. Moreover, a person who failed to furnish the return within 
time allowed under Section 139(2) was at the relevant time not only liable 
to pay Interest but also penalty under section 271 and fine under Action 
276. 

In this context, the question whether a belated application could be regarded 
as valid or not has to be considered. As rightly pointed out by the Punjab 
and Haryana High Court while deciding these cases under section 256(2) 
and by the Calcutta High Court in Sunderdas Thackersav & Bros, (supra), 
there are no words of limitation in Section 139(2) to the effect that no 
application" could be filed after the period allowed had expired. As we have 
stated earlier, ^It was a procedural provision. The limit of thirty days was 
not Intended to be final as discretion was given to the ITO to extend that 
date. The ITO could have been called upon to exerdse that discretion for 
proper reasons. No -fetters were placed upon the discretion of the ITO as 
regards the number of times he could extend the date or the period for 
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which he could extend it. It Is conceded that repeated applications could 
be made within the time allowed, In view of the clear Indication to that 
effect in Form No. 6, by the use of words “It has not been possible". If 
it was intended that the application for extension of time under Section 
139(2) was to be made within the time allowed originally or within the 
extended time then the words “it has not been possible” were not at all 
necessary and the words "it is not possible” would have been sufficient. 
Though the rule cannot affect, control or derogate from the section of the 
Act, so long as it does not have that effect, It has to be regarded as having 
the same force as the section of the Act. If Section 139(2) is read alongwith 
Rule 13 and Form No. 6 It becomes clear that an application for extension 
could be made even after the period allowed originally or as a result of 
extension granted had expired. Keeping in mind the object of giving 
discretion to the ITO and the consequences that were to follow from not 
filing the return within time, we see no justification for re? ding into the 
section any limitation to the effect that no application could be made after 
the time allowed had expired. We sec no good reason to construe the section 
so narrowly. 

We cannot accept the contention raised on behalf of the Revenue that the 
wor^ extend’ in the proviso to Section 139(2) implies that at the time of 
making the application the time allowed should not have expired. Though 
the Civil Procedure Code by itself does not apply to the proceedings under 
the Income-tax Act, we sec no reason why a principle of procedure evolved 
for doing justice to a party to the proceeding cannot be called in aid to 
while interpreting a procedural provision contained In the Act. Section 148 
of the Code provides that where any period is fixed or granted by the Court 
for the doing of any act prescribed or allowed by the Code, the Court may. 
In its discretion, from time to time, enlarge such period, even though the 
period originally fixed or granted may have expired. Various situations can 
be envisaged where a party to the proceeding is prevented by circumstances 
beyond his control from doing the required act within the fixed period. The 
assessee may be able to point out that because of a sudden death in the 
family or because of his sudden illness of a serious nature or because he 
had to leave for an outside place all of a sudden or because he could not 
return from outside in spite of his best efforts, or for other good reasons, 
as the case may be, he was not able to file the return within time. This 
Court while dealing with the power of the Court under Section 148 observed 
as under in the case of Mahanth Ram Das vs. Ganga Das AIR 1961 SC 
882: 

“The procedural orders though peremptory (conditional decrees apart) 
are, in essence, In terrorem so that dilatory litigants might put themselves 
In order and avoid delay. They do not, however, completely stop a Court 
from taking note of events and circumstances which happen within the 
time fixed.” 
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Thl« Court furtiier observed that Section 148 clothes the Court with ample 
power to do justice to a litigant if sufficient cause Is made out for extension 
and that an order ekt&nding time for payment, though passed after tire 
expiry of the time fixed, could operate from the date on u^lch the time 
fixed expired. 

The learned counsel for the Revenue strongly relied upon the decision of 
the Andhra Pradesh High Court In T. Venkata Krishnatah and Co. v^: 
CIT 93 ITR 297 wherein It has been held that it is not open to the assessee 
to file an application beyond the period within which he was required to 
file his return as per the notice under Section 139 and submitted dtat it 
deserved to be accepted as laying down the correct law on the point. In 
that case one of the questions which was referred to the High Court for 
its opinion was whether the Income-tax Officer should be deemed to have 
granted extension of time for filing the return when he did not pass any 
orders on the assessee’s belated application? The High Court held : 

"There is no provision in the Act or the rules made thereunder which 
requires the Income-tax Officer to pass an order on an application filed 
by an assessee subsequent to the time given to him for filing his return 
pursuant to a notice under sub-section (2) to Section 139. ... We may 
add that there is no scope for presuming or assuming that an application 
filed by an assessee for extension of time must have been granted In 
Its application by the Income-tax Officer. There Is no scope for such 
a presumption or deeming provision in a taxing statute. The Income- 
tax Act is a self-contained code. The provisions of the Act and the Rules 
made thereunder must specifically provide for such a deeming provision. 
Otherwise, the assessee cannot claim any advantage or derive benefit 
when the Incoifie-tax Officer did not pass any order on Its application 
filed beyond the time within which it was required to furnish its return.'* 

The High Court also observed that as the application for extension of time 
was not received by the Income-tax Officer within time, he was not bound 
to pass any order thereon, it also observed that it was not open to the 
assessee to file an application beyond the period within which it was required 
to file its return as per the notice under Section 139. We do not think 
that High Court was right in holding that it was not open to the assessee 
to file an application beyond the period within which he was required to 
file his return. What appears to have weighed with the High Court u4iile 
taking that view is the absence of any specific provision in the Act or the 
rules permitting the assessee to file such an application. For various reasons 
the Legislature may not make provisions in detail in matters of procedure 
to be followed. It may rest with conferring discretionary power upon the 
Court or the authority and leave It to the Court or that authority to exercise 
that power in its discretion as deemed proper arui just depending upon 
the facts and circumstances of each case. Whether a particular thing could 
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be done or not In absence of a specific provision to that effect would depend 
upon the object of that provisiwi and other relevant factors like the 
consequences which may follow if it is held that it cannot be done. From 
mere absence of a specific provision authorising the ITO to entertain an 
application made beyond time it was not proper to hold that it was not 
open to the asscssee to make an application under Section 139(2) for 
extension of time after the time allowed had expired and that such an 
application could not be entertained by the ITO. If an application could 
be made even after the time allowed had expired it became the duty of 
the ITO either to grant it or reject it. Once the assessee called upon the 
ITO to exercise his discretion it was not open to him to Ignore that request 
and not to pass any order thereon. In our opinion, the Andhra Pradesh 
High Court did not correctly interpret the proviso to Section 139(2). 

The Patna High Court in CIT vs. S.P. Viz Construction Co. 165 ITR 732 
has also, in the context of Section 139, held that “any application filed 
after the due date for filing the return loses all its sanctity.” If the assessee 
made an application for extension of time after the expiry of the time allowed 
then the Income-tax Officer was not bound under the provisions of the 
Income Tax Act or the rules made thereunder to pass any order thereon. 
The Patna High Court has only followed the decision of the Andhra Pradesh 
High Court in the case of T. Venkata Krishnaiah and Co. (supra). In Assam 
Frontier Veneer and Saw Mills vs. CIT 104 ITR 479, to which our attention 
was drawn by the learned counsel for the Revenue, the Gauhati High Court 
held that “the Income-tax Officer is not obliged to take into consideration 
an application for extension of time filed by an assessee in accordance with 
Form No.6, rule 13 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, even when it Is admittedly 
submitted long after the due date for filing the return, unless there be prima 
facie valid grounds taken therein, explaining the reasons for the delay." 
The Gauhati High Court referred to the decision of the Andhra Pradesh 
High Court in T. Venkata Krishnaiah and Co. (supra) and observed that 
it was in agreement generally with the observation made therein while 
answering the question whether the Income-tax Officer should be deemed 
to have granted extension of time for filing the return when he did not 
pass any orders on the assessee’s belated application and particularly with 
the one stating “that it is the duty of an asscssee to file his application 
or extensiop-of time before the expiry of the due date of his return.” Having 
said so the Gauhati High Court observed that “On the other hand, we also 
did not see that Income-tax Officer would cease to have any power, under 
this proviso to exercise his discretion to grant extension of time upon a 
belated application, provided it is filed before the assessment order." From 
a close reading of that decision it becomes clear that it docs not support 
the contention now raised before us by the learned counsel for the Revenue. 
What It has really held is ttiat the proviso did not oblige the Income-tax 
Officer to consider an application fo.r extension, however, belatedly it might 
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have been made and pass an order thereon, even when it had been made 
long after the due date of submission of the return. 

We hold that the view taken by the Punjab and Haryana High Court in 
these cases and by the Calcutta High Court In Sunderdds Thachersap & 
Bros. us. CIT 137 ITR 646 is correct and the contrary view taken by the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court In T. Vien kata Krishnatah and Co. vs. CJT 
93 ITR 297, Gauhati High Court In Assam Frontier Veneer and Saw Mills 
us. CIT 104 ITR 479 and the Patna High Court in CIT vs. S.P. Viz 
Construction Co. 165 ITR 732 is not correct. The applications made by 
the assessees under Section 139(2) for extension of time after the expiry 
of the time allowed were maintainable and, therefore, valid. We, therefore^ 
dismiss the appeals but pass no order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 211 (Gau.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GAUHATI 
(Before Hon’ble Chief Justice (Acting) Mr. M.K. Sharma) 

IT Reference No. 4 of 1990 

Kama! Kumar Saharia 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant Dr. A.K. Saraf and K.K. Gupta 

For the Respondent D.K. Talukdar and B.J. Talukdar 

Decided on 4.2.1994 

ASSESSMENT — ITO adding Rs. 3.43.014 being amount of cash 
brought in the books — Assesses claiming amount received from 
Executive Engineer by cheque on 31.3.1982 — Cheque encashed 
only on 2.4.1982 — According to revenue the assessee brought 
its own amount in the guise of cheque — Assessee contending 
that although expenses and payments recorded on 31.3.1982 but 
cheques cashed only on 2.4.1982 and afterwards for disbursement 
of expenses — Claim of the assessee disallowed — Held, neither 
Tribunal nor ITO gone Into accounting system adopted by the 
assessee — Instead of debiting expenses to P&L account and 
making payment later, assessee Issuing cheques though cashed 
later — Deduction of expenses allowable. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 143. 

FACTS 

The facts In this case are that the assessing officer added to the Income 
of the assessee a sum ofRs. 3,43,014/- ‘being the amount of cash brought 
Into the books of assessee as received from Executive Engineer bp cheque 
on 31.3.1982' within the previous pear 1981-82 corresponding to the 
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AY, 1982-83, while the cheque was encashed on/y on 2.4.1982. He 
came to the conclusion that since the assesses had to Incur expenses 
(as shown In his books) aggregating Rs. 3,28,554/-, he brought In the 
amount of Rs. 3,43,014/- In the ‘guise of the cheque’ and added the 
amount as Income from undisclosed source. The assessee’s contention 
that the payments for the expenses though paid after encashment of 
the cheque on 2.4.1982 on different dates but recorded on 31.3.1982 
as the cheque which was encashed actually on 2.4.1982 was recorded 
on 31.3.1982, as all the receipts and expenses relate to the accounting 
year 1 981-82. The CIT (A) deleted the addition and the Tribunal reversed 
the order of the CITfA). 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble Court felt that the learned T ribunal was not justified in upholding 
the order of the ITO on the ground that the assessce had produced fabricated 
evidence in the form of vouchers inasmuch as the assessee has explained 
the delay In production of the vouchers. The Hon’ble court has satisfied 
that no unaccounted money amounting to Rs. 3,45,014/- was introduced 
in the books of the assessee on 31.3.1982. It may further be stated that 
neither the Tribunal nor the ITO had gone into the aspect as to what Is 
the system of accounting adopted by the assessee. It appeared to us that 
the expenses should have been debited to the profit and loss account by 
creating the credit accounts to the creditors. But instead of showing liabilities 
for the expenses In the balance sheet the expenses were shown to have 
been paid on 31.3.1982 though actually paid later. The system adopted 
by the assessee does not' prove and establish any lack of bona fldes. It 
is settled law that the tax authorities have relied on one part of a transaction 
cannot reject the other part of the same transaction. In the instant case, 
the expenditure shown to have been Incurred by the assessee having been 
accepted by the income-tax authorities, there was no justification on the 
facts and circumstances of the case not to accept the receipt as disclosed 
by the assessee. The Hon’ble Court,' therefore, answered the question in 
the affirmative l.e. in favour of the assessee. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

In this reference at the instance of the assessee, the following question has 
been referred by the Tribunal under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act 
for the opinion of this Court for the assessment year 1982-83 ; 

“Has not^the learned Appellate Tribunal committed an error on solely 
basing its judgment on book adjustment entries made on 31.3.1982 
after the close of the pre^Aqus year to find out the financial position 
of that year, when the p&yments were actually and really made on or 
after 2.4. 1982 on the encashment of the cheque as fouhd by the lower 
appellate authority and thereby confirming the addition of Rs. 3,43,014 



IWI 


Kamal Kumar Sjs^aiia vs. QT (Gau.) 


213 


without any corroborative evidence in the hands of the department that 
the payments were made on or before 31.3.1982.” 

The facts In this case are that the Assessing Offteet adtied to the Income 
of the assessee a sum of Rs. 3,43,014/- ‘being the amount of cash brought 
into the books of assessee as received from executive engineer by cheque 
on 31.3.1982* within the previous year 1981-82 corresponding to the 
A.Y. 1982'83, while the cheque was encashed only on 2.4.1982. He came 
to the conclusion that since the assessee had to incur expenses (as shown 
in his books) aggregating Rs. 3,28,554/-, he brought in the amount of 
Rs. 3,43;014 in the “guise of the cheque ” sand added the amount as 
income from undisclosed source. 

The assessee’s contention that the payments for the expenses though paid 
after encashment of the cheque on 2.4.1982 on different dates but recorded 
on 31.3.1982 as the cheque which was encashed actually on 2.4.1982 
was recorded on 31.3.1982, as all the receipts and expenses relate to the 
I accounting year 1981-82, though received or paid after the accounting year 
as per its method of accounting regularly employed, was not accepted. The 
■ assessee being aggrieved went before the Commissioner (Appeals) who held 
that the addition of Rs. 3,43,014 was not justified and, therefore, deleted 
the same. 

In coming to the above decision the Commissioner (Appeals) relied on the 
vouchers produced for some of the expenses and also method of accounting 
regularly employed by the assessee and the totality of the aforesaid circum- 
stances was considered acceptable by him. He also reproduced in his 
appellate order the order of assessment to show that the assessee in his 
cash book has not shown any cash received-on 31.3.1982. it was recorded 
that ‘a cheque was received for Rs. 3,16,000 on 31.3.1982*. He has also 
referred to the evidence produced on behalf of the assessee to show that 
expenses actually incurred on 8.12.1981 and 6.2.1982 were recorded on 
31.3.1982. 

The revenue filed appeal against the order of the Commissioner (Appeals) 
before the Tribunal who reversed the order of Commissioner (Appeals) and 
restored tfte order of the Assessing Officer in respect of the addition of 
Rs. 3,43,014 as income from undisclosed sources. In coming to the finding, 
the Tribunal relied upon the book entries of the assessee as only acceptable 
evidence and held that no other subsidiary evidence such as voucher, etc. , 
could be relied up>on. The Tribunal had not gone into the question of th^ 
method of accounting regularly employed by the zissessee. 

We are of the opinion that the question referred to us as such is not a 
Question of law but following questions of law do arise out of the order 
of the Trlbuned: 

“(1) Whether the learned Tribunal had not erred in law in considering 
the subsidiary evidence such as payment vouchers and also in not 
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‘ considering the method of 2u:countlng regularly employed by the 
assessee? 

(il) Whether the learned Tribunal had not erred in law in sustaining 
the addii on of Rs. 3,43,014 as Income from undisclosed source 
only on the basis of part of the accounts?” 

We have heard Dr. A.K. Saraf, the learned counsel for the assessee and 
also Mr. D.K. Talukdar, the learned standing counsel representing the 
revenue on the aforesaid questions of law reframed by us. Dr. Saraf submits 
that the system of the accounting which the assessee was following was 
the mercantile system of accounting. He further submits that there was no 
introduction of unaccounted money on 31.3.1982 and that the expenditure 
Incurred has been shown as Incurred on 31.3.1982 although in fact, actual 
payments were made after the cheque was actually encashed and that all 
such expenditure are supported by vouchers. According to the learned 
counsel, the ITO having accepted the expenses Incurred as correct was not 
justified in coming to the conclusion that the expenses were made from 
some undisclosed sources. On the other hand, Mr. Talukdar submits that 
cash book and other books maintained by the assessee are primary evidence, 
that payments have already been incurred by the assessee in respect of 
those specified items for specified amounts and that no other evidence was 
necessary and, accordingly, the ITO was justified in making the addition 
of the amount. According to him, on the facts and circumstances of the 
case, the learned Tribunal was justified in reversing the findings of the 
Commissioner (Appeals) and restoring the order of the ITO. 

We have considered the rival submissions made by the learned counsels 
for the parties. We have also been taken through the three orders relevant 
to the case on hand. Having perused the same and on hearing the counsels 
we feel that the learned Tribunal was not justified in upholding the order 
of the ITO on the ground that the assessee had produced fabricated evidence 
in the form of vouchers inasmuch as the assessee has explained the delay 
in production of the vouchers, which appear from the records of the case. 
Under such circumstances the finding of the ITO that the assessee had 
produced fabricated evidence in the form of vouchers cannot be upheld, 
in that view of the matter we arc satisfied that no unaccounted money 
amounting to Rs. 3,45,014/- was Introduced in the books of the assessee 
on 31.3.1982. It may further be stated that neither the Tribunal nor the 
ITO had gone into the aspect as to what is the system of accounting adopted 
by the assessee. It appeared to us that the expenses should have been debited 
to the profit and loss account by creating the credit accounts to the creditors. 
But instead of showing liabilities for the expenses in the balance sheet the 
expenses were shown to have been paid on 31.3.1982 though actually 
paid later. The system adopted by the assessee may not be proper but the 
same, in any manner, docs not prove and establish any lack of bona fldes 
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on the part of the assessee. It appears to us that the finding arrived at 
by the ITO which has been upheld by the learned Tribunal to the effect 
that the vouchers produced by the assessee were not correct and were 
fabricated evidence is based on conjectures, surmises and suspicion and 
no relevant material could be pointed out by the said authorities for arriving 
at such a finding. We are, therefore, of the opinion that it would be too 
remote and far-fetched, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, 
to hold that the vouchers produced by the assessee were not correct and 
that they were fabricated evidence and, accordingly, we hold that there is 
no direct nexus between the facts found and conclusion therefrom. 

It is settled law that the tax authorities have relied on one part of a transaction 
cannot reject the other part of the same transaction. In the Instant case, 
the expenditure shown to have been incurred by the assessee having been 
accepted by the income-tax authorities, there was no justification on the 
facts and circumstances of the case not to accept the receipt as disclosed 
by the assessee. 

In view of the aforesaid findings we answer the questions of law reframed 
by us in the affirmative, i.e., in favour of the assessee and against the revenue. 
We, however, make no order as to cost. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 215 (J&K) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JAMMU & KASHMIR 
(Before the Hon’ble Justice Mr. R.P. Sethi) 

WP No. 803 of 1984 

Yash Paul 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 
H.L. Bhagotra 
T.S. Thakur 

3-9-1992 

LIABIUTY OF DIRECTORS TO PAY TAX — A.Ys. 1965-66 to 
1968-69 — Section 179 amended in 1975 — Held, section 179 
prior to amendment applicable only where company went in 
liquidation — Recovery of taxes from director relating to 
pre-amendment period when company not gone in liquidation not 
recoverable. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 179 & 226 (3). 

FACTS 

The petitioners who are the directors of M/s Rashtrlya Loan and Chit 
Fund Pvt. Ltd., Puranl Mandi, Jammu,- have challenged the assessment 
orders made for the years 1 965-66, 1 966-67, 1 967-68 and i 968-69 and 


For the Appellant 
For the Respondent 
Decided on 
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also for quashing of the notice issued to them dt. 28-2-1984 and serued 
upon them on 20-91984 u/s 179 of the IT Act, 1961. Thev have also 
praped for quashing of the notice issued u/s 226(3) of the IT Act directing 
the Manager, Vf^apa Bank, Old Hospital Road, Jammu, calling upon 
him to remit the amount in deposit lying with the bank In Account No. 
110 to clear the arrears of the income-tax. It (s submitted that as In 
view of the Judgment in Sped Mubarak Shah Naqshabandl vs. CIT (1977) 
1 10 ITR 21 7 (J&K), the company Is not liable to pap the tax, no notice 
of demand could be Issued to the directors of the company. It is further 
submitted that prior to the Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act. 1975, 
Section 179 of the IT Act operated only In case of private company 
In liquidation and that the directors of the company were not personally 
liable prior to the amendment. 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble court held that It is admitted position on 'facts that the company 
M/s Rashtriya Loan and Chit Fund Pvt. Ltd. has not gone into liquidation 
so far. The Supreme Court in S. Hardeep Singh & Anr. vs. ITO (1979) 
118 ITR 57 (SC), held that Section 179 was amended In 1979 making 
It more stringent against the director of a company and that prior to it 
the provision applied only in a case where the company had gone Into 
liquidation. Their Lordships held that there were stages when a company 
goes into liquidation, namely, (1) the commencement of the winding up 
of the company, (2) continuation of the proceedings or the step of winding 
up, and (3) the final winding up and dissolution of the company. It is settled 
proposition of law that the tax legislations are not retrospective In operation 
unless specifically declared as such by the legislature. The amendment made 
in section 179 of the Act was not retrospective and not applicable to the 
assessment orders made prior to that date. Prior to the amendment of 
Section 179 in 1975 by the TLA Act, 1975, a director of a private limited 
company was liable jointly and severally for the payment of his company’s 
tax arrears only If the company had been wound up. After the amendment 
of Section 179 In 1975, where any tax was due from a private company 
which could not be recovered from the company, every person who Was 
a director of the company is Jointly and severally liable for the payment 
of such tax unless he proves that the non-recovery could not be attributed 
to any gross neglect, misfeasance or breach of duty on his part in relation 
to the affairs of the company. There is nothing in Section 179, after its 
amendment in 1975, which makes its operation retrospective. Therefore, 
where the tax sought to be collected from a director of a private limited 
company in respect of the tax arrears of the company, related to the years 
prior to the coming into force of the amended Section 179, the director 
cannot be saddled with the liability to pay the tax arrears of the company. 
UrKler the circumstances, the petitions were disposed of by upholding the 
assessment orders for the A. Ys. 1965-66 to 1968-69 so far as M/s Rashtriya 
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Loan & Chit Fund Pvt. Ud. is concerned but notices issued to the petitioners 
u/$ 179 of the IT Act were quashed. It was held that the petitioners who 
were the directors of M/s R^triya Loan & Chit Fund Pvt. Ud. are not 
personally liable to pay the tax in terms of the amended Section 179 of., 
the IT Act. 

Cases referred to : 

1. SiKcl Mubarak Shah Naqshabandt vs. C/T (1977) Taxation 47(3)-17 
(J&K); (1977) 110 ITR 217 (J&K) 

2. S. Hardeep Singh & Anr. vs. ITO (1979) 118 ITR 57 (SC) 

3. N. Bella Gouder us. Tehsildar, Connoor (1969) 71 ITR 26 (Mad.) 

4. Parveen Desai vs. ITO (1984) 149 ITR 187 (Bom.) 

5. M.D. Lotlkar vs. R.C. De Souza. CIT (1984) 145 ITR 433 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(R.P. Sethi, J.) 

The petitioners who are the directors of M/s Rashtriya Loan & Chit Fund 
Pvt. Ltd., Purani Mandi, Jammu, have challenged the assessment orders 
made for the years 1965-66, 1966-67, 1967-68 and 1968-69 and also 
for quashing of the notice issued to them under s. 179 of the IT Act, 1961, 
dt. 28th Feb., 1984, served upon them on 20th Sep., 1984. They have 
also prayed for quashing of the notice issued under s. 226(3) of the IT 
Act directing the Manager, Vijaya Bank, Old Hospital Road, Jammu, calling 
upon him to remit the amount in deposit lying with the bank in Account 
No. 110 to clear the arrears of the income-tax. It is submitted that as in 
view of the judgment in Syed Mubarak Shah Naqshabandt us. CIT (1977) 
110 ITR 217 (J&K), (1977) JKIR 1, the company is not liable to pay tax, 
no notice of demand cduld be Issued to the directors of the company. It 
is further submitted that prior to the Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act, 197 5, 
s. 179 of the IT Act operated only In case of private company In liquidation 
and that the directors of the company were not personally liable prior to 
the amendment. 

In the counter-affidavit filed on behalf of the respondent it is submitted that 
the petition was liable to be dismissed on account of the unexplained delay 
and laches and that the company, namly. M/s Rashtriya Loan & Chit Fund 
Co., was rightly assessed to the income-tax. It is contended that the 
petitioners are personally liable to pay the tax under s. 179 of the Act 
being ^hectors of the company. 

I have heard learned counsel for the^ parties arid perused the record. 

The principles regarding the plea of delay and laches have been dealt with 
In detail while passing Judgment Irf WP No. 809/84 of the date. However, 
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In the Instant case, the demand was made from the petitioners or\ 20th 
Sept., 1984 and they filed the present petition on 27th Oct., 1984 without 
wasting any time. The petitioners In these petitions have been proved to 
be vigilant and their petition cannot be dismissed on the alleged ground 
of delay and laches. 

So far as the liability of M/s Rashtriya Loan & Chit Fund Co. is concerned, 
the argument of thei)ctltioners has no force in view of the Judgment delivered 
in writ p»etition No. 809 of 1984. 

Prior to its amendment made in 1975, s. 179 of the Act, provided : 

179. Llabillti/ of directors of private company) in liquidation — 
Notwithstanding anything contained in the Companies Act, 1956, when 
any private company is wound up after the commencement of this Act, 
and any tax assessed on the company, whether before or in the course 
of or after its liquidation, in respect of any Income of any previous year 
cannot be recovered, then, every person who was a director of the private 
company at any time during the relevant previous year shall be Jointly 
and severally liable for the payment of such tax unless he proves that 
non-recovery cannot be attributed to any gross neglect, misfeasance 
or breach of duty on his part in relation to the'affairs of the company.” 

It is admitted position on facts that the company M/s Rashtriya Loan & 
Chit Fund Pvt. Ltd. has not gone Into liquidation so far. The Supreme Court 
in S. Hardeep Singh & Anr. vs. ITO (1979) 118 ITR 57 (SC), held that 
s. 179 was amended in 1979 making it more stringent against the director 
of a company and that prior to it the provision applied only in a case 
where the company had gone into liquidation. Their Lordships held that 
there were three stages when a company goes into liquidation, namely, 
(1) the commencement of the winding up of the company, (2) continuation 
of the proceedings or the step of winding up; and (3) the final winding 
up and dissolution of the company. 

The provisions of s. 179, before amendment, were held not to be applicable 
if all these three stages were complete before the Act came into force on 
1st April, 1962. If all the three stages happened after the commencement 
of the 1962 Act, s. 179 was held to be attracted. The Madras High Court 
also In N. Bella Gouder vs. Tehsildar, Connoor (1969) 71 ITR 26 (Mad.) 
came to the conclusion that the provisions of s. 179 will not apply unless 
’the company had gone in liquidation or was under the process of iiqldatlon. 
The amendment of s. 179 made in 1975 was intended to provide a stringent 
measure.of fiscal legislation which resulted irt cutting on the root the doctrine 
of limitated liability of the companies. After the amendment, a director of 
the company was made liable for the company’s debt, notwithstanding that 
the company had gone into liquidation or not and without ascertaining as 
to whether such director was guilty of misfeasance or other wrong. Prior 
to the amendment the director was presumed to be innocent till he was 
prov^ed to be a wrong doer. 
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It is settled proposition of law that die tax legislations are not retrospective 
in operation unless specifically declared as such by the legislature. It was 
held by the Bombay High Court in Pqrveen Desof us. ITO (1984) 149 
ITR 187 (Bom.), that the amendment made in s. 179 of the Act was not 
retrospective and not applicable to the assessment orders made prior to 
that date. In that case, the assessment made for the years 1961-62 to 1968- 
69, was held not to be governed by the amendment. Similarly In another 
case the Bombay High Court In M.D. Lotlikar vs. R.C. DeSouza, CIT (1983) 
145 ITR 433 (Bom.), held that the provisions of s. 179 after its amendment 
are prospective in operation. It was further held by the said Court that the 
directors could not be held liable for tax due from the company relating 
to the years prior to the coming Into force of the amended s. 179. It was 
held in that case : 

“Prior to the amendment of s. 179 in 1975 by the TLA Act, 1975, 
a director of a private limited company was liable jointly and severally 
for the payment of his company’s tax arrears only if the company had 
been wound up. After the amendment of s. 179 in 1975, where any 
tax due from a private company which could not be recovered from 
the company, every person who was a director of the company is jointly 
and severally liable for the payment of such tax unless he proves that 
the non-recovery could not be attributed to any gross neglect, misfea- 
sance or breach of duty on his part in relation to the affairs of the 
company. There is nothing in s. 179, after its amendment in 1975, 
which makes its operation retrospective. Therefore, where the tax 
sought to be collected from a director of a private limited company 
in respect of the tax arrears of the company, related to the years prior 
to the coming into force of the amended s. 179, the director cannot 
be saddled with the liability to pay the tax arrears of the company.” 

The respondent has nowhere alleged that the petitioners were guilty of any 
negligence in the discharge of their duties as directors. As the liability of 
payment of tax was imposed upon the petitioners on the presumed application 
of the amended s. 179 of the IT Act, the orders impugned in the instant 
cases are, therefore, without jurisdiction. 

Under the circumstances, the petitions are disposed of by upholding the 
assessment order for the years 1965-66, 1966-67, 1967-68, 1968-69, 
so far as M/s Rashtriya Loan & Chit Fund Pvt. Ltd. is concerned but notices 
issued to the petitioners under s. 179 of the IT Act are quashed. It is held 
that the petitioners who were the directors of M/s Rashtriya Loan & Chit 
Fund Pvt. Ltd. are not personally liable to pay the tax in terms of the amended 
s. 179 of the IT Act. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 220 (Ker.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. K.S. Parlpooman & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. K.P. Balanarayana Marar) 

IT Reference No. 36 of 1988 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

K.S. Mohammed 

For the Appellant P.K.R. Menon & N.R.K. Nair 

For the Respondent P.C. Chacko & Roy Chacko 

Decided on : 17-11-1993 

REVISION OF ORDER BY CIT — CIT cancellins order of the ITQ 
and directing that sales-tax liability allowed as a deduction be 
withdrawn — Direction issued to tax the amount — Assesses filing 
appeal — Tribunal holding principle of merger applicable and CIT 
not empowered to cancel assessment — Also holding that the 
liability became extinct by a Notification dated 3-4-1979 and 
couid only be taxed in A.Y. 1980-81 — Held, since the point of 
sales-tax not before CIT(A) no merger of the order of CIT(A), CIT<A) 
empowered to resort to cancellation u/s 263 — Since Notification 
issued on 3-4-1979, the amount could only be taxed In A.Y. 
1980-81 and not 1979-80 as directed by CIT. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 37(1) and 263. 

FACTS 

The respondent Is an assessee to Income-tax. He Is an exporter of sea 
food. The A.Y. involved is 1979-80 for which the accounting period 
ended on 31-3-1979. In respect of the purchase of marine products, 
the assessee had made a provision for purchase tax In a sum of 
Rs. 3,45,864/-. The ITO allowed this provision without much discussion. 
The CIT, In suo motu revislonal proceedings, held that no part of the 
/lability for purchase tax arose during the accounting pear and the 
deduction of Rs. 3,45,864/- was an error. He directed revision of the 
order of the assessment. The matter was taken up In appeal before the 
Tribunal bp the assessee. Bporder dated 8-12-1986, the Tribunal followed 
Its earlier order In ITA No. 795 (Cochyi984 dated 4-12-1986 In the 
case ofS. Ratnam Pillap, wherein the Tribunal had held that the earliest 
point of time for bringing the amount to tax was on Ip 3rd April, 1979, 
which fell within the accounting pear 1979-80 relevant to the A.Y. 
1980-81. In this view of the matter, the Tribunal held that the CfT was 
not Justified In directing the ITO to tax the amount In the A.Y. 
1979-80 solelp based on the date of the notification. It also held that 
since the order of the ITO merged with that of CIT(A}, even otherwise 
the CIT could not revise the order of the ITO. 
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DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the doctrine of merger was inappllcahle in 
the instant case since the issue of allowability of sales-fax/purchase tax was 
not a subject matter of appeal before CfT(A). The Hon’ble Court further 
held that since the notification although issued on 29-3-1979 was applicable 
only from 3-4-1979, the* directions of the CIT to ITO to tax the amount 
in A.Y. 1979-80 based solely on the date of notification, was not correct. 
The issue was, therefore, decided in favour of the assessee. 

Case referred to : 

C/T vs. S. Ratnam Pilhi; (1991) 101 Taxation 257 (Ker.); (1991) 18£ 
ITR 494 (Ker.) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(K.S. Parlpoornan, J.) 

At the Instance of the Revenue, the Tribunal, Cochin Bench, has referreo 
the following two questions of law for the decision of this Court : 

“(a) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
CIT had Jurisdiction under s. 263 when the Crr(A) had already passec 
order in respect of certain other matters in the same assessment' 

(b) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified in holding that the notification dt. 29th March. 
1979, was effective only from 3rd April, 1979 and, therefore, the 
liability towards the purchase-tax had ceased in the asst, yeai 
1980-81?” 

The respondent is an assessee to income-tax. He Is an exporter of sea foo< 
We are concerned with the asst, year 1979-80, for which the accountin 
period ended on 31 March, 1979. In respect of the purchase of marine 
products, the assessee had made a provision for purchase tax in a surr 
of Rs. 3,45,864. The ITO allowed this provision without much discussion 
The CIT, in suo motu revislonal proceedings, held that no part of the liabllit 
for purchase tax arose during the accounting year and the deduction c 
Rs. 3,45,864 was an error. He directed revision of the order of th( 
assessment. The matter was taken up in appeal before the Tribunal by th< 
asseseee. By order dt. 8th Dec., 1986, the Tribunal , followed its earliei 
order in ITA No. 795 (Coch)/1984 dt. 4tfi Dec. 1986 in the case of S, 
Ratnam Pillav, wherein the Tribunal had held that the earliest point c 
time for bringing the amount to tax was only 3rd April, 1979, which fe 
within the skccounting year 1979-80 relevant to the asst. yr. 1980-81. Ir 
this view of the matter, the Tribunal held that the CIT was not justifie< 
in directing the ITO to tax the amount ih the asst, yr, 1979-80 solely base 
on the date of the notification. It is thereafter, at the instance of the Revenue 



222 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


IVoL 126 


the questions of law formulated hereinabove have been referred for the 
decision of this Court. 

We heard counsel for the Revenue, Senior Advocate Mr. P.K.R. Menon, 
as also counsel for the respondent-assessee. 

At the outset, we should state that question No. 2, as formulated by the 
Tribunal, is a patent error, which has not conveyed the real question that 
arose for adjudication before the Tribunal and still remains in controversy 
between the parties. The question formulated has not also reflected question 
No. 2, which was submitted by the Revenue before the Tribunal. The sole 
question that arose before the Tribunal was, whether the notification dt. 
3rd April, 1979 was available to be taken advantage of, for the accounting 
period ended on 31st march, 1979. It was not so available in view of 
the earlier decision in Ratnam Pillar’s case (ITA No. 795 (Coch)/1984) 
dt. 4th Dec. , 1986. The question is not whether it has ceased to be a liability 
for the year 1980-81. That was not germane to the issue. So, we reframc 
question No. 2 in the following manner ; 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was justified in holding that the notification dt. 29th March, 1979 was 
effective only from 3rd April, 1979 and, therefore, the liability towards 
the purchase tax was not of the asst. yr. 1979-80 (year ending 31st 
march, 1979)?" 

We shall proceed to consider the merits of the controversy in the light of 
the question as reframed by us. 

It is common ground that the earlier decision of the Tribunal, i.e., Ratnam 
Plllai> s case, whqj'ein the two questions formulated herein (as reframed) 
came up for consideration before this Court. The decision of this Court 
is reported in CIT vs, S. Ratnam Pllhif (1991) 188 ITR 494 (Ker.). After 
an exhaustive review of the relevant decisions, this Court held that the 
doctrine of merger is inapplicable in the instant case and the Tribunal was 
In error in invoking the theory of merger and in holding that the order 
of the QT under s. 263 of the IT Act is without jurisdiction. It was so 
held, since the point considered by the CIT was not the subject-matter of 
appeal before the first appellate authority. In the decision reported in (1991) 
188 ITR 494 (Ker.) (supra), we have answered the said question In the 
negative, against the assessee and In favour of the Revenue. Following the 
said Bench decision, we answer question No. 1 In this case In the affirmative, 
in favour of the Revenue and against the assessee. 

The second question turns upon the legal effect of the notification dt. 3rd 
April, 1979. It was held In the aforesaid Bench decision of this Court that 
the notification dt. 29th March, 1979 was published and made available 
to the public ortly on 3rd April, 1979 and can be effective only from that 
date onwards. Following the above Bench decision, we hold that the 
notification, dt. 29th March, 1979 can be effective only from 3rd April, 
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1979. in this perspective, the liability towards the purchase tax did not 
fall during the accounting period ended on 31st March. 1979, relevant for 
the asst. yr. 1979-80. We hold so. We answer question No. 2 in the 
affirmative, against the Revenue and ir favour of the assessee. 

The reference is disposed of, as above. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 223 (Orissa) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. S.C. Mohapatra & 

Hon'ble Justice Smt. A.K. Padhi) 

Misc. Judicial Case No. 24 of 1991 
Mathura Prasad Ram 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant None 

For the Respondent A.K. Roy 

Decided on 6-8-1992 

REFERENCE — Reference application dismissed on merits ex>parte 

— Assessee praying for restoration of application — Held, no 
provision in the Act for restoration of the reference application 

— Decided on merits. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS & DECISION 

The assessee filed a reference application before th*’. Tribunal. On the date 
fixed nobody appeared and the application was dismissed on merits. 
Subsequently, the assessee applied for restoration which was refused and 
in this context the assessee approached the High Court. The ground of 
the assessee was that since his counsel whet, was entrusted u/ith the reference 
application was sick, he did not know about the case having been fixed 
for hearing. The Hon’ble court held that there was no provision in the Act 
for restoration of an application u/s 256(2) of the Act. The Hon’ble court 
further held that the Civil Procedure Code is not applicable to attract Inherent 
powers in exercise of the advisory Jurisdiction of the court for restoration 
of such applications. The matter was decided against the assessee. 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

When this matter was called, the petitioner was not available to be heard. 
Learned standing counsel for the IT Department was, however, heard in 
the matter. 

The petitioner has filed an application stating that he had engaged 
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M/s B.K. Mohanty, P.K. MIshra, S.P. Choudhury, etc. In SJC No. 34 of 
1980. Since he suffered from serious bronchitis and other aliments, he was 
immobile and confined to bed from 6th Aug., 1990 to 4th Oct., 1990. 
Therefore, he could not have any contact with the advocates engaged by 
him nor could he prosecute the reference under s. 256(1) of the IT Act, 
1961. After recovery, he came to know that the reference was listed for 
hearing and on account of hts absence and the absence of counsel engaged, 
this Court had passed an order dt. 9th Aug., 1990, refusing to answer 
the questions of law arising in that case. Therefore, he prays for restoration 
of the application under s. 256(2) of the IT Act as the tax liability is more 
than Rs. 50,000 and he is aged 72 years. 

Mr. A.K. Roy, learned standing counsel (Income-tax), submitted that there 
is no scope for restoring a reference application which was decided on 
merits even though the same was in the absence of the party or his counsel. 
Mr. Roy is correct in his submission. There is no provision under the IT 
Act for restoration of an application under s. 256(2) of the Act. The Civil 
Procedure Code Is not applicable to attract Inherent powers in exercise 
of the advisory Jurisdiction of the Court for restoration of such application. 
Therefore, where the Court has considered the application on merits and 
refused to answer the reference, the scope for restoring such application 
because it was heard ex parte, is not available. In this view of the matter, 
there is no merit in this application which is accordingly dismissed. 
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(1995) 126 TtttttkMS 225 <A.P.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice M. Range Reddy) 

Criminal Appeals Nos. 779 & 780 of 1992 

Income-tax Offtcer 
vs. 

Ashoka Biscuit Works & Ors. • 

For the Appellant P. Suresh Teknuil 

For the Respondent D. Man Mohan 

Decided on 27.6.1994 

PROSECUTION — Asaeaeec showing sales of goods sent on 
commission after confirmation of sale received from agents — For 
A.Ys. 1987-88 and 1988-89 although confirmation received fafi 
the month of March but sales shown in subsequent year — During 
the course of assessment assessee realising mistake and filing 
revised return — Assessment completed and penalty proceedings 
initiated — Prosecution proceedings also filed — Pmamitff deleted 
by Tribunal — Held, no wilful attempt on the part of the assessee 
to conceal income — The ingredients of offence u/s 276C of the 
Act not fulfilled — Prosecution petition rightly dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 276C & 211 . . 

FACTS 

The firm was carrying on business In manufacture and sale of biscuits. 
The biscuits are supplied on the sale and return basis to the commission 
agents. The value of stocks supplied cannot be treated as sold out, unless 
the commission agents Informed the sale and sent the statements. The 
entries In the accounts were made only after the sales statements are 
received from the commission agents. The firm filed Its return of Income 
on 14.10.1977 and~Zl.l 1.1978 declaring the total taxable Income at 
Rs. 2,14.014 and Rs. 3,43,027/- for the A.Ys. 1977-78 and 1978-79 
respectively. While working the taxable Income, the firm omitted to take 
Into account the sales made through the commission agents during the 
last quarter of the year 1977 and 1978 In the A.Ys. 1977-78 and 
1978-79 respectively. Thus, an amount of Rs. 7,79,79^- being the '■ 
amount of sales during February and March, 1977 which ought to have 
been Included In the returns for the A.Y. 1976-77 are not Included In 
that year but are Included In the returns for the A. Y. 1 977-78. Similarly, 
sales to a tune of Rs. 7,17,059/- effeeied In March, 1978, which ought 
to have been shown In the returt^pr ^9317-78 are shown In 1978-79. 
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Thus, bi> following this mistaken spstem of fkcordlng the commission 
sales on the dag of receipt of the sales statement, the consignment sates 
pertaining to the gear 1977-73 were accounted for In the gear 
1978-79 and the consignment sales pertaining to the gear 1 978-79 were 
recorded In the books of accounts for the gear 1979-80. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that as this mistake In accounting the consignment 
was realised, the firm immediately filed revised returns on 15.6.1979. The 
assessment for both the years was completed accordingly and simultaneously 
thg penalty proceedings were initiated. The Tribunal deleted the penalties 
by holding that the revised returns were filed before any detection by the 
Department and further held that the ITO has not brought home concealment 
of income. There was only postponement of payment of tax and there was 
no loss of revenue. The main Ingredient of the offence u/s 276 of the IT 
Act is wilful attempt to conceal the income. The Tribunal which is the highest 
fact finding body came to the conclusion that there was no wilful attempt 
to conceal the income. The alleged wilful concealment is only on account 
of mistaken system of method of accounting followed by the accountant 
of the firm and so it cannot be said that there was any deliberate or intentional 
attempt on the part of the firm to suppress or conceal the income. Under 
these circumstances the trial court found that no offence u/s 276C and 
277 of IT Act are made out. The appeals preferred by the Department 
are liable to be dismissed. 

Case referred to : 

Uttam Chand & Others us. ITO (1982) 133 ITR 909 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(M. Ranga Reddg, J.) 

These two appeals in Crl. Appeal Nos. 779/92 and 780/92 are filed by 
the ITO, E-Ward, Circle-II, Hyderabad, against the Judgment in C.C. No. 
128/86 and C.C. No. 127/86 on the file of Special Judge for Economic 
Offences, Hyderabad respectively acquitting the respondents accused of 
offences under ss! 276C and 277 of the IT Act and ss. 193 and 196, IPC 
by separate judgments dt. 31st Oct., 1991. As the dispute in respect of 
these two appeals is identical they are being disposed of by this common 
Judgment. 

The facts of the case as emerging from -the evidence of witnesses adduced 
during trial can briefly be stated as follows: The R-:! firm was carrying on 
business in manufacture and sale of biscuits. The biscuits are supplied on 
the sale and return basis to the commission agents, The value of stocks 
supplied cannot be treated as sold out, unless dte commission agents 
Informed the sale and sent the statements. The entries in the accounts were 
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made only after the sales statements are received from the commission 
agents. The R-1 firm filed its return of income on 14. 20 . 1977 and 21.11. 1978 
declaring the total taxairie income at Rs. 2,14,014 and Rs. 3,43,027 for 
the A.Ys. 1977-78 and 1978-79 respectively. • “ . 

While ivoriiing out the taxable Income, the' firm omitted to take into account 
the sales made through the commission agents during the last quarter of 
the year 1977 and 1978 in the A.Ys. 1977-78 and 1978-79 respectively. 
Thus, an amount of Rs. 7,79,796 being the amount of sales during February 
and March, 1977 which ought to have been Includied In the returns for 
the A.Ys 1976-77 are not included in that year but are included in the 
returns for the A.Y. 1977-78. Similarly, sales to a tune of Rs. 7,17,059 
effected in March, 1978, which ought to have been shown in the returns 
for 1977-78 are shown in 1978-79. Thus, by following this mistaken system 
of recording the commission sales on the day of receipt of the sales 
statement, the consignment sales pertaining to the year 1977-78 were 
accounted for in the year 1978-79 and the consignment sales pertaining 
to the year 1978-79 were recorded in the books of accounts for the year 
1979-80. 

It so happened during the course of examination of accounts of R-1 firm, 
the ITO had an occasion to go through the ledger relating to the asst. yr. 
1977-78 wherein the sales through the commission agents relating to the 
year ending 31st March, 1977, were found accounted during the asst. yr. 
1977-78. As this mistake in accounting the consignment was realised, the 
first accused firm immediately filed revised returns on 15th June, 1979, 
disclosing a total income of Rs. 4,06,569 for the asst. yr. 1977-78 and 
for 1978-79 by 21st July, 1979 by duly adjusting the taxable Income. The 
assessment for both the years was completed accordingly and simultaneously 
the penalty proceedings were initiated for both the years. The Tribunal 
deleted the penalties by holding that the revised returns were filed before 
any detection by the Department and further held that the ITO has not 
brought home concealment of income by R-l firm and the orders of the 
Tribunal have become final as no reference was filed before the High Court 
against the findings of the Department. So, in both the cases it was found 
that there was no wilful attempt to conceal the income. 

Even the evidence of PW 1 is to the effect that there was only postponement 
oj payment of tax and there was no loss of revenue. The main ingredient 
of the offence u/s 276 of the IT Act is wilful attempt to conceal the Income. 
In Uttam Chand & Ors vs. ITO (1982) 133 ITR 909 (SQ it was observed 
that the prosecution once initiated may be quashed in the light of the finding 
favourable to the assessee recorded by an authority under the Act subse- 
quently in respect of the relevant assessment proceedings. There Is no legal 
bar in giving dud regard to the result of the proceedings under the IT Act. 
In the Instant case the alleged wilful concealment is only on account of 
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mistaken system of method of accounting followed by the accountant of 
the firm and so It cannot be said that there was any deliberate or intentional 
attempt on the part of the firm to suppress or conceal the Income. Under 
these circumstances the trial Court found that no offence u/ss 276C and 
277 of FT Act are made out. 

The learned counsel for the respondents took me through the entire 
judgment and I find that the trial Court has given cogent and convincing 
reasons for acquitting the accused. I do not think that the circumstances 
of the case warrant any interference with the order of acquittal recorded 
by the trial Court. I, therefore, find that the appeals preferred by the 
Department are liable to be dismissed and are accordingly dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 228 (Bom.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hon'ble Mrs. Justice Dr. B.P. Saraf & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice D.R. Dhanuka) 

IT Reference No. 422 of 1983 

Consolidated Pneumatic Tool Co. (India) Ltd. 

vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant Aashish Panda 

For the Respondent Dr. V. Balasubramaniam, with J.P. 

Devadhar 

Decided on 15.9.1993 

RECTIFICATION OF MISTAKE — Assesaee claiming relief u/s 80 J 
— Relief allowed by Tribunal — ITO allowing relief by applying 
provision of rule 19A of the I.T. Rules, 1962 — Assesses applying 
for rectification since Rule 19A declared to be ultra vires by 
Calcutta High Court — Claim of the assesses rejected — Order 
of ITO confirmed by CIT(A) — Tribunal holding in view of 
amendment with retrospective effect. Rule 19As4iplicable — Held, 
decision of High Court other than Jurisdictional High Court not 
binding — Claim of the assesses rtghtly rejected. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 80J & 154 
Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Rule 19A. 

FACTS 

The controuersi; in this case pertains to A.Y. 1973-74. The assessee 
compani; filed Its return of Income on 14.8.1973. Subsequentiv, on 
29.12.1973, it filed a revised return In which it alsoclairned a deduction 
u/s 80J of the I. T . Act, 1 961 . The assessment was completed on 17.8,1 976, 
and In the same, relief lYs 80J was not allowed bp the ITO. The assessee 
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took up the matter in appeal. The appeal of the revenue against the 
above order utas dismissed by the Tribunal. The iTO gave effect to the 
order of the AAC by an order dated 30.3.1977. While giving effect to 
the order, In working out the deduction u/s 80J the ITO applied Rule 
19A of the IT Rules and deducted the borrowed capital and some other 
liabilities for computation of capital of the assessee. He thus gave relief 
u/s 80J onlv on the net capital. The relief was confined to a period of 
7 months In that year as production had commenced onli> on 1.6.1972. 
On 6.11.1978, the assessee filed an application before the ITO u/ss 154 
and 155 of the Act for rectification. It was claimed by the assessee that 
sub-rules (2) and (3) of Rule 19A had been declared ultra vires by the 
Calcutta High Court In the case of Century Enka Ltd. vs. ITO (1977) 
107 ITR 123 (Cal). It was, therefore, contended that In view of the above 
decision, relief u/s 80J should be computed on the gross capital without 
making any deduction on account of borrowed capital and liabilities. 
The claim of the assessee for rectification was, therefore, rejected. The 
CIT(A) held that the ITO was fully justified In refusing to rectify his 
order as there was no mistake apparent from record. The Tribunal took 
note of the amendment of section mode by the Finance Act, 1980 with 
retrospective effect from 1.4.1972 and observed that the provisions of 
rule 19A were Incorporated In section 80J retrospectively and the 
original order of the ITO which was sought to be rectified by the assessee 
was In consonance with the amended section 80J of the Act. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble High Court held that admittedly, the amendment was made 
with retrospective effect from 1.4.1972. The Hon’ble Court found the law 
well settled by the decision of the Supreme Court in M.K. Venkatachalam, 
ITO us. Bombay Dyeing & M/g. Co. Ltd. that the effect of the provision 
that the particular amendment shall be deemed to come into force from 
a particular date with retrospective effect is that the amendment must be 
deemed to have been included in the principal Act as from that date for 
all purposes. The Tribunal was, therefore, fully justified In relying on the 
subsequent retrospective amendment of Section 80J of the Act for upholding 
the rejection of the application of the assessee for rectification of the order 
by the ITO. The decision of the High Court is neither binding precedent 
for another High Court nor for Courts or Tribunals outside its own territorial 
jurisdiction, it Is well settled that the decision of the High Court will have 
the force of binding precedent only in the State or territories in which the 
Court has jurisdiction. By the amount of stretching of the doctrine of stare 
decisis judgments of one High Court can be given the status of a binding 
precedent so far as other High Courts or Tribunals within their territorial, 
jurisdiction are concerned. Any such attempt will go counter to the very 
doctrine of stare decisis and also the various decisions of the Supreme 
Court which have interpreted the scope of ambit thereof. In view of the 
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above decision of this Court, the Hon’blc Court was of the clear opinion 
that the ITO was justified in holding diat the decision of the Calcutta High 
Court was not a b -nding precedent for Court, authorities or T ribunals outside 
its territorial jurisdiction and on that basis the ITO was right in refusing 
to modify its order in the light of the decision of the Calcutta High Court. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Centuri/ Enka Ltd. vs. ITO (1977) 107 ITR 123 (Cal.) 

2. CIT vs. Smt. GodavarfdevI Sara/ (1978) 113 ITR 589 (Bom.) 

3. CIT vs. Warner Hindustan Ltd. (1979) 117 ITR 68 (AP) 

4. T.S. Balram, ITO vs. Volkart Bros. & Ors. (1971) 72 ITR 50 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Dr. B.P. Sara/, J.) 

By this reference under s. 256 (1) of the IT Act, 1961, the Tribunal has 
referred the following question of law to this Court for opinion : 

"Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was right in law in relying upon the subsequent retrospective amendment 
of s. 80J of the IT Act, 1961, for upholding the rejection by the ITO 
of the application by the assessee for rectification of the order of the 

no ?” 

The controversy in this case p»crtains to A.Y. 1973-74. The assessee 
company filed its return of Income on 14.8.1973. Subsequently, on 
29.1^.1973, it filed a revised return in which it also claimed a deduction 
u/s 80J of the n Act, 1961 (“the Act”). The assessment was completed 
on 17th Aug., 1976 and in the same, relief under s. 80J was not allowed 
by the ITO. The assessee took up the matter in appeal. The AAC held 
that the assessee was entitled to relief under s. 80J and asked the ITO 
to work out the same. The appeal of the Revenue against the above order 
was 'dismissed by the Tribunal. The nO gave effect to the order of the 
AAC by an order dt. 30th March, 1977. While giving effect to the order, 
in working out the deduction under s. 80J the ITO applied r. 19A of the 
nr Rules and deducted the borrowed capital and some other liabilities for 
computation of capital of the assessee. He thus gave relief under s. 80J 
only on the net capital. The relief was confined to a period of 7 months 
in that year as production had commenced only on 1st June, 1972. As 
the particular unit had not made any profit for the relevant year, relief under 
s. 80J was allowed to be carried forward to the next year. The assessee 
did not file any appeal against this order of the ITO. 

On 6th Nov., 1978, the assessee. filed am application before the ITO under 
ss. 154 and 155 of the Act for rectification of the order dt. 30th March, 
1977 referred to above. In the application for rectification, it was claimed 
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by the assessee that sub-rr. (2) and (3) of r. 19A had been declared ultra 
vires by the Calcutta High Court in the case of Century Enka Ltd. os. 
ITO (1977) 107 ITR 123 (Cal) and the said decision of the Calcutta High 
Court was binding on the ITO in. Bombay in the light of the decision of 
the Bombay High Court in CIT vs. Smt. Godavaridevi Saraf (1978) 113 
ITR 589 (Bom.). It was, therefore, contended -that in view of the above 
decision of the Calcutta High Court, which was edso binding on the IT 
authorities in Bombay, relief under s. 80J should be computed on the gross 
capital without making any deduction on account of borrowed capital and 
liabilities. The ITO by his letter dt. 27th Nov., 1978 informed the assessee 
that the decision of High Court in another State was not binding on the 
executive authorities and the Calcutta view having not been accepted by 
the Department, there was no mistake apparent on the face of .the record. 
The claim of the assessee for rectification was, therefore, rejected. 

The assessee took up the matter in appeal. The CrT(A) pointed out that 
the Andhra Pradesh High Court in CIT os. Warner Hindustan Ltd. (1979) 
117 ITR 68 (AP) had taken a view different from the one taken by the 
Calcutta High Court and that the issue regarding deductibility of borrowed 
capital was highly debatable issue. He, therefore, held that in the light of 
the decision of the Supreme Court in T.S. Balaram, ITO vs. Volkart Bros. 
& Ors. (1971) 82 ITR 50 (SC), the ITO was fully justified in refusing to 
rectify his order as there was no mistake apparent /rom the record. Against 
the above order of the CrT(A), the assessee appealed to the Tribunal. The 
Tribunal took note of the amendment of section made by the Finance (No. 
2) Act, 1980, with retrospective effect from 1st April, 1972 and observed 
that the provisions of r. 19A were Incorporated in s. 80J retrospectively 
and the original order of the ITO which was sought to be rectified by the 
assessee was in consonance with the amended s. 80J of the Act. The Tribunal 
referred to the decision of the Supreme Court in M.K. Venkatachalam, 
ITO us. Bombay Dyeing & Mfge. Co. Ltd. (1958) 34 ITR 143 (SC) and 
observed that s. 80J as amended w.e.f. 1st April, 1972 has to be deemed 
to be in the statute book in that form ewr since 1st April, 1972. TheTrlbunal, 
therefore held that in the light of amended s. 80J of the Act the order 
of the ITO rejecting the prayer of the assessee for rectification of its original 
order of assessment was correct. In that view of the matter the appeail 
of the assessee was' dismissed by the Tribunal. Hence this reference. 

We have considered the question referred to us. The controversy has to 
be looked into from two angles. Firstly, it may be seen in the light of s. 
80J as amended. Admittedly, the amendment was made with retrospective 
effect from 1st April, 1972. The order of assessment pertains to the year 
1973-74. The dispute is regarding the effect of the retrospective amend- 
ment. The question is whether the subsequent retrospectiu|| , amendment 
of s. 80 J could be relied upon by the Tribunal for upholding the order of 
the ITO. We find that the law is well-settled 1^ the decision of the Supreme 
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Court tn M.K. Venkatachalam, ITO vs. Bombay Dyeing & Mfg. Co. Ltd. 
that the effect of the provision that the particular amendment shall be deemed 
to come into forct from a particular date with retrospective effect Is that 
the amendment must be deemed to have been included in the principal 
Act as from that date for all purposes. That being so, s. 80J as amended 
must be deemed to ba in existence on the date of passing of the order 
of assessment by the ITO and applicable to the assessment under consid- 
eration. The order of the ITO being consistent with s. 80J as amended 
with retroEipective effect, it cannot be said that there is any mistake therein. 
The Tribunal was, therefore, fully justified in relying on the subsequent 
retrospective amendment of s. 80J of the Act for upholding the rejection 
of the apiplication of the assessee for rectification of the order by the ITO. 

Another angle from which the controversy has to be looked into is the effect 
of decision of Calcutta High Court on the IT authortlcs in Bombay. The 
case of the assessee was that the decision of the Calcutta High Court was 
binding on the ITO authorities in Bombay and following the same the ITO 
was obliged to rectify this order under s. 154 of the Act. This aspect of 
the matter has been considered by this Court elaborately in its judgment 
dt. 22nd April, 1993 in IT Ref. No. 500 of 1978 [CIT vs. Thana Electricity 
Supply Ltd.] reported in (1993) 112 CTR (Bom.) 356 wherein it has been 
held in clear terms (at page 366 of the Report): 

“The decision of the High Court is neither binding precedent for another 
High Court nor for Courts or Tribunals outside its own territorial 
jurisdiction. It is well settled that the decision of one High Court will 
have the force of binding precedent only in the State or territories in 
which the Court has jurisdiction. In other States or outside the territorial 
jurisdiction of that High Court it may, at best, have only a persuasive 
effect. By the amount of stretching of the doctrine of stare decisis 
judgments of one High Court can be given the status of a binding 
precedent so far as other High Courts or Tribunals within their territorial 
jurisdiction are concerned. Any such attempt will go counter to the above 
decision of stare decisis and also the various decision of the Supreme 
Court which have Interpreted the scope and ambit thereof. The fact 
that there is only one decision of any one High Court on a particular 
point or that a number of different High Courts have taken identical 
views in that regard is not at all relevant for that purpose. Whatever 
may be the conclusion, the decisions cannot have the force of binding 
precedent on other High Court or on any subordinate Courts or Tribunals 
within their Jurisdiction. That status is reserved only for the decision 
of the Supreme Court which are binding on all Courts in the country 
by virtue of Art. 141 of the Constitution." 

In view of the above decision of this Court, we are of the clear opinion 
that the ITO was justified in holding that the decision of the Calcutta High 
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CoOrt Is not a binding fn^ecedent for Courts, authorities or Tribunals oubdde 
its territorial Jurisdiction and on diat basis dte ITO was ri^t in refusing 
to modify its order in the light of Ute decision of the Calcutta High Court. 

Having regard to the foregoing discussion, we answer the question referred 
to us In the affirmative, l.e., in favour of the Revenue and against the 
assessee. 

Under the facts eind circumstances of the case, we make no order as to 
costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 233 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Ajlt K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Nure Alam Chowdhury) 

IT Reference No. 152 of 1992 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Auto Distributors Ltd. 

For the Appellant R.K. Murarka 

For the Respondent R.C. Prasad 

Decided on 22.12.1993 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Assessee engaged In taking prop- 

erties on lease and letting them out on rent — Profit earned taxed 
as business income — In terms of an agreement between assessee 
and another party part of the premises sublet — Subletee handing 
over possession to another party in consideration of loan of 
Rs. 10,00,000 — Subletee revoking tenancy of third party — 
Assessee obtaining vacant possession from third party by making 
certain payments — One vacancy property let out at a much higher 
rent to bank — Assessee claiming payment made to the subletee 
as business expenditure — Claim of the assessee disallowed by 
revenue — Assessee’s cl Im accepted by Tribunal — Held, no 
privity of contract between assessee and the third party — 
Continuance of lease with third party detriment to the business 
of assessee — No new asset or addition of enduring nature obtained 
by assessee by making payment — Payment allowable as revenue 
expenditure. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37. 

FACTS 

This reference relates to the income-tax assessment of the assessee 
companif for the A.Y. 1983-84. The assessee company Is engaged, inter 
alia, In the business of taking properties on lease and letting these out 
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for the purpose of earning income bp wap of rent. In the course of Its 
aforesaid business, the assessee companp took on lease premises at 18A, 
B and C, Jawaharlal Nehru Road, Calcutta. The assessee companp had 
let out different portions of the said property to txjrlous persons and 
the entire Income bp wap of rent derived bp the assessee companp was 
being assessed to tax In its hands as business Income. The assessee 
companp had to pap a sum of Rs. 6,96,288/- In addition to the said 
sum of Rs. 2,66,612.50 to Laxml Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. In order to 
get vacant possession of 6,266 sq. ft on the first floor of the said FIRPO 
building. The assessee companp claimed the payment of Rs. 6,96,288 
made to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt Ltd. as a business expenditure. The 
ITO disallowed the said claim for Rs. 6,96,288/- In computing the 
business Income of the assessee companp for the A.Y. 1983-84. This 
action of the ITO was confirmed bp the CIT(A). According to the Tribunal, 
the payment of Rs. 6,96,288/- was made bp the assessee companp to 
Laxmi Textile Mills Put. Ltd. on grounds of commercial expediency in 
order toget vacant possession from unauthorised occupants, whoentered 
Into the premises through authorised channel. The Tribunal held that 
the payment ofRs. 6,96,288/- made bp the assessee companp was clearly 
a business expenditure and the same was deductible In computing Its 
total income for the A.Y. 1983-84. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that it was not made for acquiring euny enduring 
benefit or income yielding asset. By avoiding certain business expenditure, 
the company could not be said to have acquired enduring benefit or any 
income yielding asset. The expenditure was of a revenue nature and was 
an allowable deduction in computing the profits of the assessee company. 
The expenditure in question was a revenue expenditure and was laid out 
wholly and exclusively for the purpose of the business of letting of properties. 
The assessee did not acquire any new asset, right or advantage of an enduring 
nature by making the payment of Rs. 6,96,288/- to Laxmi Textile Mills 
Pvt. Ltd. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Commissioner of Agricultural Income-tax vs, Bom'lxip Burmah Trading 
Corporatloii Ltd. (1981) 131 154 (Ker.) 

2. CiT vs. Ashok Lepland Ltd. (1972) Taxation XXXIII (1) 92; (1972) 
86 ITR 459 (SC) 

3. Mather & Platt (India) Ltd. vs. CIT (1987) Taxation 87(3) 65 (Cal.); 
(1987) 168 ITR 533 (Cal.). 

4. Chloride India Ltd. vs. CIT (1981) 130 ITR 68 (Cal) 

5. CIT us. Joy Ice-creams (Bangalore) Pvt. Ltd. (1993) 112 Taxation 1 
(Kar.): (1993) 201 ITR 894 (Kar.) * 
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Full text of tbe Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(AJU K. Sengupta, J.) 

In this reference made at the instance of the Revenue, the following questions 
have been referred by the Tribunal for the opinion of this court under section 
256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 : 

“1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was justified in law in holding that any expenditure incurred 
in the course of the assessee’s business has to be treated as business 
expenditure and merits deduction ignoring the provisions of section 
37(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, which provides that any 
business expenditure of capital nature is not ediowable ets a deduction? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case and 
in view of the ratio of the decision of the Calcutta High Court 
in Chloride India Ltd. us. CIT (1981) 130 ITR 61, the Tribunad 
was Justified in law in holding that the expenditure of Rs, 6,96,288 
incurred for acquiring a right to vacant px>ssession is an allowable 
business expenditure ?" 

The facts as found by the Tribunal are under : 

This reference relates to the income-tax assessment of the assessee- 
company forthe A.Y. 1983-84. The asscssec-company is engaged, inter 
alia, in the business of taking properties on lease and letting these out 
for the purpose of earning Income by way of rent. In the course of 
its aforesaid business, the assessee-company took on lease premises 
at 18A. B and C, Jawaharlal Nehru Road, Calcutta (commonly known 
as “FIRPO Building"). The assessee com^ny had let out different 
portions of the said property to various persons and the entire income 
by way of rent derived by the assessee-company was being assessed 
to tax in its hands as business income. A portion of the first floor of 
the said FIRPO building measuring about 3,600 sq.ft, and 6,266 sq.ft., 
respectively, had been let out by the assessee-company to Sri Diresh 
Chakraborty in terms of two separate agreements executed on April 
9, 1981, and July 27, 1981, respectively. Under both these two 
agreements, the tenant, Sri Chakraborty, had the right to sublet the 
premises let out to him hy the assessee-company. In terms of the two 
agreements dated July 27, 198.1, vdiich were executed in respect of 
6,266 sq. ft. in the first floor of the said premises, the tenant, Sri 
Chakraborty, had made a deposit of Rs. 4 lakhs with the assessee- 
company! 

It appears that on or about February 1, 1992, the tenant, Sri Chakraborty, 
entered into an agreement with Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. for obtaining 
a loan of Rs. 10 lakhs. In order to secure the said loan, the tenant. 
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Sri Chakraborty, handed over the vacant possession of 6,266 sq. ft. 
in the first floor of the said FIRPO building to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. 
Ltd., and also offered his tenancy rights held by him in the first floor 
of the said FIRPO building in terms of the said two agreements dated 
April 9, 1981, and July 27, 1981. The tenant, Sri Chakraborty, also 
executed an irrevocable power of attorney in favour of the said Laxmi 
Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. On May 29, 1982, Sri R.L. Gaggar, solicitor 
and advocate, acting for the said Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. issued 
a public notification in the newspaper indicating for general information 
that his clients, Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. , were in exclusive possession 
of 6 ,266 sq. ft. of first floor of FIRPO building in place of Sri Qiakraborty. 
On June 3 and 4, 1982, the tenant, Sri Chakraborty, sought to revoke 
his tenancy rights in terms of the two tenancy agreements with the 
assessee-company executed on April 9, 1981, and July 27, 1981, 
respectively. Sri Chakraborty requested the assessee-company to hand 
over the balance of his security deposit after due adjustments of his 
outstanding including arrears of rent, etc., to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. 
Ltd. 

The assessee-company negotiated with Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. for the 
purpose of securing vacant possession of 6,266 sq. ft. at the first floor 
of FIRPO building which was in their possession and which had been 
originally let out by the assessee-company to Sri Chakraborty in terms of 
tenancy agreement executed on January 27, 1981. Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. 
Ltd. agreed to hand over vacant possession of the said 6,266 sq. ft. of 
the first floor of the said FIRPO building provided they were paid all their 
dues receivable by them from Sri Chakraborty. The Income-tax Officer found 
that the balance of security deposit which was refundable by the assessee- 
company to its tenant, Sri Chakraborty, was Rs. 2,66,612.50 after making 
adjustments as to all charges including rent, etc. The assessee-company 
had to pay a sum of Rs. 6,96,288 in addition to the said sum of 
Rs. 2,66,612.50 to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. in order to get vacant 
possession of 6,266 sq ft. on the first floor of the said FIRPO building. 
The assessee-company claimed the payment of Rs. 6,96,288 made to Laxmi 
Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. as a business expenditure. After getting vacant 
possession from Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd., the assessee-company was 
able to hire out the said 6,266 sq. ft. at the first floor of FIRPO building 
to a bank at a much higher rent and it also received substantial deposits 
from the new tenant, viz., the bank. The Incomc-teix Officer held that the 
expenditure of Rs. 6,96,288 was purely gratuitous and it had no legal 
obligation to make any payment to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. According 
to the Income-tawc Officer, this exp^diture of Rs. 6,96,288 could not be 
said to have been incurred out of commercial expediency. He, therefore, 
disallowed the said claim for Rs. 6,96,288 in computing the busirtess Income 
of the assessee-company for the A.Y. 1983-84. This action of the ITO 
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was confirmed by the CIT(A). On further appeal bytheassessee. the Tribunal 
held and obsen^ diat the assessee-company was admittedly engaged In 
the business of letting out properties. In ^ course of this business, it was 
usual for the assessee to get vacant possession from the old occupants and 
let out the same at a higher rent to nev tenants. Accoidii^ to the Tribunal, 
the payment of Rs. 6,96,288/- was made by the assessee-company to Laxmi 
Textile MiUs Pvt. Ltd. on ground of commercial expediency in order to get 
vacant possession from unauthorised occupants, who entered into the 
premises through authorised channel. The assessee-company was very much 
interested to protect its interest in the premises and for the purpose it was 
necessary to pay compensation to Laxmi Textfe Mils Pvt. Ltd. The Tribunal 
found support in the d^lsion of the Kerala High Court In Commr. of AgrI. 
IT vs. Bombay Burmah Trading Corporation Ltd. (1981) 131 ITR 154 
and distinguished the decision of this court in Mather and Platt (India) 
Ltd. vs. CIT (1987) 168 ITR 533. The Tribunal held that the payment 
of Rs. 6,96,288/- made by the assessee-company was dearly a business 
expenditure and the same was deductible in computing its total income for 
the A.Y. 1983-84. 

Before proceeding to consider the submissions made before us by counsel 
appearing for the assessee as well as the Revenue In this case, we would 
like to make some comments as to the two questions referred by the Tribunal 
in this court. The first question referred by the Tribunal at the instance 
of the Revenue in this case proceeds on the presumption that the Tribunal 
allowed deduction of Rs. 696,288 in this case as a business expenditure 
under section 37(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, even though capital 
expenditure was not deductible under the said section. We have gone through 
the order of the Tribunal and we did not find any argument advanced on 
behalf of the Revenue to the effect that the* expenditure in question was 
a capital expenditure. In fact, the Tribunal has novt^ere held that a business 
expenditure although capital in nature is deductible under section 37(1) of 
the said Act. Neither the Income4ax Officer nor the Commissioner of 
Income-tax (Apipeals) nor even the Tribunal had ever held the said payment 
of Rs. 696,288 was a capital expenditure. Therefore, the first question 
referred by the Tribunal at the instance of the Revenue, In our view, does 
not arise out of the order of the Tribunal in this case. 

The second question raised by the Revenue in this case proceeds on the 
presumption that the Tribunal allowed the pa^enent of 6,96,288 as 
a business expenditure ignoring die decision of this Court ^hloride India 
Ltd. vs. CIT (1981) 130 ITR 61. On a dose reading of the decision of 
the Tribunal, we did not find any reference being made by the Revenue 
to the decision of this court in Chloride India Ltd. 's case (1981) 130 ITR 
hi. In fact, the decision in Chloride India Ltd.’s case (1981) 130 ITR 
hi (Cal) was neither cited nor referred to or considered by any of the 
authorities including the Income-tax Officer, the Commissioner of Income- 
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tax (Appeals) as well as by the Tribunal. In that </iew, even the second question 
proceeds on an erroneous presumption u4iich is contrary to the facts and 
records. While the present reference was being heard, we find that the ] 
Revenue had made another application under section 256(2) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. On the said application, we issued a rule on May 31, 1993, 
on the following question ; 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was justified in law in holding that the expenditure of Rs. 6,96,288 
is an allowable business expenditure ?” 

The aforesaid rule was appearing in pur list as “hearing of rule". Simul- 
taneously, the aforesaid reference also came up in our list and was heard. , 

In our view, the proper question for reference, in this case, should be the 
question as was framed by us while Issuing the rule on the application made 
by the Revenue under section 256(2) of the said Act by our order of May 
31 , 1993. We proceed to answer the said question as set out in the preceding 
paragraph. 

We would consider the aforesaid question as reframed by us as the only 
question which arises out of the order of the T ribunal and which Incorporates j 

the entire controversy involved in this case. 

Counsel appearing for the Revenue reiterated before us that the amount 
of Rs. 6,96,288 paid by the assessee by way of compensation to Lakshmi 
T extile Mills Pvt . Ltd . was a gratuitous payment made volunta rily and without 
any legal obligation and for considerations other than commercial expe- 
diency. The assessee-company obtained benefit or advantage of an enduring 
nature by making the aforesaid payment and, therefore, the expenditure 
In question was capital in nature and not deductible in computing the business 
income. Reliance on behalf of the Revenue was placed on the two decisions 
of this court in Chloride India Ltd. vs. CIT (1981) 130 ITR 61 as well 
as in Mather and Platt (India) Ltd. vs. CIT (1987) 168 ITR 533. It was 
also contended on behalf of the Revenue, relying upon the decision of the 
Karnataka High Court in CIT ps. Joy Ice-creams (Bangalore) Put. Ltd. ' 

(1993) 201 ITR 894, that if the receipt of compensation by 'a tenant for ; 

surrender of tenancy rights was a capital receipt in the hands of the tenant, 
the payment by the landlord to the tenant to obtain vacant possession must 
be considered as a capital expenditure. 

Mr. Murarka, learned counsel appearing for the assessee, on the order hand, 
drew our attention to the findings of fact recorded by the Tribunal to the 
effect that the payment of Rs. 6,96,288 In question was made by the 
assessee-company on grounds of commercial expe4iency and in the course 
of its business of letting out premises to different tenants and earning rental | 

Income therefrom. The assessee was able to let out the S 2 tme space to the i 
bank at a higher rent soon after getting ttie area vacated from Laxrai Textile 
Mills Pvt. Ltd. on payment of Rs. 6,96,288. By making payment of the 
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said amount, the assessee did not acquire any leasehold and/or tenancy 
rights in the said property. The assessee was already occupying the said 
property on lease. The two decisions of this court, relied upon by counsel 
appearing for the Revenue, were, therefore, clearly distinguishable. Sri 
Murarka submitted that the decision of the Kerala High Court in Commr. 
of AgrI. l.T. us. Bombay Burmah Trading Corporation Ltd. (1981) 131 
ITR 154 clearly supported the case of the assessee. He also further submitted 
that the nature of a receipt in the hands of the payee was wholly Irrelevant 
to decide the nature of the expenditure in the hands of the person making 
the payment and in this respect he drew our attention to the decision of 
the Supreme Court in CIT vs. Ashok Leytand Ltd. (1972) 86 ITR 549. 
Sri Murarka also submitted that the payment in question was made by the 
assessee to remove the recurring disadvantage of having Laxmi Textile Mills 
Pvt. Ltd. with whom the assessec-company had no contractual relationship 
and, therefore, the expenditure in question was nothing but revenue in 
nature. 

We have considered the submission made on behalf of the Revenue as well 
as the assessee. At the outset, we would like to deal with the various cases 
cited before us on behalf of the assessee as well as the Revenue. 

In Chloride India Ltd. us. CIT (1981) 130 ITR 61 (Cal), the assessee- 
company had taken on lease certain premises which were occupied by 
Messrs. Gasper and Co. In order to obtain vacant possession of the premises, 
the assessee paid Rs. 4,50,000 to Messrs. Gasper and Ca and claimed 
it as revenue expenditure. The Tribunal found that before the assessee took 
on lease the said premises, Messrs. Gasper and Co. were already occupying 
the same as tenant under the lessor and its tenancy had not been terminated. 
Messrs. Gasper and Co. had the right to be in possession in \Hew of section 
108(c) of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882. This was a legal right to 
possession and the same was with Messrs. Gasper and Co. This legal right 
to possession was a capital asset and this the assessee had acquired by 
incurring an. expenditure of Rs. 4,50,000. This court held that this was 
nothing but a capital expenditure. The facts of this case, in our view, are 
clearly distinguishable from the present case. There a third party induced 
the existing lessee to assign the lease in favour of the third party and became 
the lessee in place of the existing lessee. The assessee in this reference 
was all along holding the leasehold rights in respect of the FIRPO building. 
At the relevant time, Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd.were not Iri occupation 
of any portion of FIRPO building. In fact, the assessee had let out the area 
in question to Sri Dhlresh Chakraborty as a tenant under the lease. Sri 
Chakraborty, in his turn, sought to assign his tenjuicy right In favoui* of 
Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. In fact, on June 3 and 4, 1982, the original 
tenant of the assessee, Sri D. Chakraborty, had already revoked his tenancy 
hghts in terms of the two tenancy agreements entered into with the assessee- 
company on April 9, 1981, and July 27, 1981. In these circumstances. 
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th€ continuation of Laxml Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. In the aforesaid premises 
which were held by the asscssec-company on lease was nothing but an 
impediment to the carrying on the business of letting put by the assessee- 
company. By clearing the leasehold right of unauthorised occupancy the 
did not acquire any new right or title as such. In fact, this court 
in Chloride India Ltd.'s case (1981) 130 ITR 61 held and observed as 
under at page 72 of the report : 

“It is true that if the petitioner had a right to possession aliunde or 
Independently of the ^ansaction with Messrs. Gasper and Co. which 
is the subject-matter here, then by incurring the expenditure, the 
assessee would not have acquired any title or right, as such. The assessee 
would have merely removed the Impediment to Its carrying on the 
business or fully neutralised their asset. But, in the instant case, the 
Tribunal has found that Gasper was, in fact, a tenant and it has not 
been found that the tenancy of Gasper had, in fact, been terminated 
by the original lessor before the transaction with the assessee took place. 
Therefore, it has not been found by the Tribunal that Messrs. Gasper 
and Co. was continuing as one whose tenancy had expired and it was 
merely holding over under the Transfer of Property Act .... On the other 
hand, the Tribunal is categorical In its finding, in view of section 108(c) 
of the Transfer of Property Act, that Messrs. Gasper and Co. had the 
right to be in possession.” 

The aforesaid observation makes it quite clear that the decision in Chloride 
India Ltd. 's case (1981) 130 ITR 61 (Cal) far from supporting the Revenue 
actually supports the respondent-assessee In this case. As already mentioned 
earlier, the respondent-assessee was holding FIRPO building on leasehold 
basis. It was the respondent-assessee who had let out a portion of the first 
floor of the said premises to Srt Chakraborty. This tenancy had also been 
revoked by Sri Chakraborty on June 3 and 4, 1982. Laucml Textile Mills 
Pvt. Ltd. had no privity of contract with the respondent-assessee. In these 
circumstances, the removal of Lakshml Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. who had been 
inducted by Sri Chakraborty was nothing but an attempt on the part of 
the assessee-company to remove the impediment to the carrying on of its 
business. 

The next decision cited by counsel appearing for the Revenue is the decision 
of this court in Mather and Platt (India) Ltd. vs. CIT (1987) 168 ITR 
533. In this case, the assessee incurred expenditure aggregating Rs. 15,082 
with the object of securing two leases of premises at Delhi and Calcutta. 
The said leases were for the respective periods of 15 and 20 years and 
the leasehold premises were intended to be used by the assessee as its 
business offices. Fees were paid to the lawyers of the assessee in connection 
with the said leases and for the registration of the lease of the premises 
at Calcutta, the assessee Incurred further expenditure. All these expenses 
were claimed by the assessee as revenue in nature. This court held that 



under a lease the lessee obtains a right to property under the Transfer of 
Property Act and such property is a capital asset. Expenditure incidental 
in the acquisition of the lease would be expenditure of a capital nature. 
The primary and dominant object of the assessee in incurring the. said 
expenditure was to acquire benefits of a right to prbperty under the 
leaseholds. The pieriods of the two leetses were sufficiently long and resulted 
in an enduring benefit to the assessee. The expenditure was, therefore, 
held to be of capital nature. The facts as set out by us hereinabove would 
clearly indicate that the decision of this court in Mather and Platt (India) 
Ltd. (1987) 168 ITR 533 Is also distinguishable. The respondent-assessee, 
in this case, did not acquire any leasehold rights in the RRPO building by 
making the payment to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. The respondent- 
assessee was, in fact, already holding such leashold rights. By making 
payment to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd., the respondent-assessee was only 
able to remove the unauthorised occupant creating an impediment to the 
commercial exploitation of the lease right. Therefore, the decision in the 
case of Mather and Platt (India) Ltd. (1987) 168 ITR 533 (Cai.) has no 
application in the facts and circumstances of the case. 

Counsel for the assessee drew our attention to the decision of the Kerala 
High Court in Commr. ofAgrI. I.T. vs. BombavBurmah Trading Corporation 
Ltd. (1981) 131 ITR 154. In this case, it was found by the Tribunal that 
the assessee had incurred an expenditure of Rs. 5,312.35 in the previous 
year relevant to the assessment year 1968-69 under two heads, viz., for 
the eviction of a tenant from a building within the estate premises, and, 
secondly, for filing a writ petition challenging the legality of the levy of 
some toll. The Tribunal took the view that the first item aforementioned 
was an expenditure incurred to protect the appellant’s title to the property. 
The Kerala High Court, on a reference, agreeing with the Tribunal, held 
that the eviction of a quondam tenant who was in occupation of a shop 
situated within the estate of the assessee, was a step necessary for the 
protection of the estate from which income was being derived by the assessee 
and for the preservation of the undisturbed rights of the assessee to peacefully 
collect the income from the said estate and as such it had a direct nexus 
with the earning of the agricultural Income. This case clearly supports the 
assessee. In this reference too, it has been found by the Tribunal that by 
making a payment of Rs. 6,96,288 to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd., the 
assessee wcis able to obtain possession of the portion of the first floor of 
FIRPO building which was in the occupation of Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. 
Ltd. without there being any contract with the respondent-assessee. The 
assessee was able to let out the same space to the bank at higher rate soon 
after getting the area vacated by Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. By making 
payment of the said amount, the assessee did not acquire any leasehold 
and/or tenancy rights in the said property. Therefore, the payment of 
Rs. 6,96,288 made the respondent-a.:sessee was an expenditure incurred 



242 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


(VoL 126 


on grounds of commercial expediency and was revenue in nature. In CTT 
us. Ashok Leyland Ltd. (1972) 86 ITR 549 (SC), tfic assessei»-coRipany 
had appointed Car Builders Ltd. as tfieir managing agents under asi agreement 
dated October 18, 1948, for a term of 14 years from the date of Its 
registration. The managing agents were to be paid at the rate of Rs. 2,000 
per month as office allowance and ten per cent of the' annual profits with 
a minimum of Rs. 18,000 per annum in respect of inadequacy and/or In 
the absence of profit. On January 29. 1955, by means of the agreement 
between the company and the managing agents, the managing agency 
agreement was terminated on payment of compensaticHi of Rs. 2,50,000. 
This compensation was claimed by the assessee-company as a revenue 
expenditure laid out wholly and exclusively for the purpose of business. 
It was held by the Supreme Court that the compensation paid for termination 
of the services of the managing agent was a payment made with a view 
to save business expenditure In the accounting period as well as a few 
subsequent years; it was not made for acquiring any enduring benefit or 
income-yielding asset. By avoiding certain business expenditure, the company 
could not be said to have acquired enduring benefit or any income-yielding 
asset. The expenditure was of a revenue nature and was an allowable 
deduction in computing the profits of the assessee-company. This c^^ also 
supports the respondent-assessee in this reference. If the assessee-company 
had taken legal proceedings against Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd., it could 
have incurred huge legal expenses and substantial time might have been 
spent in getting the leasehold premises vacated from Laxmi Textile Mills 
Pvt. Ltd. By making payment of the said sum of Rs. 6,96,288, the assessee- 
company was able to remove Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. forthwith and 
to let out the wry same space to the bank at a much higher rent and also 
receive substantial deposits from the new tenant. These facts clearly go 
to supp>ort the c^se of the respondent-assessee that the exf>enditure In 
question was a revenue expenditure and was laid out wholly and exclusively 
for the purpose of the business of letting of properties. ITie assessee did 
not acquire any new d^set, right or advantage of an enduring nature by 
making the payment of'^ls. 6,96,288/- to Laxmi Textile Mills Pvt. Ltd. 
We do not consider it necessary to deal with the various other cases cited 
on behalf of the assessee ip this case. 

The first 'question does not art^ out of the order of the Tribunal and we, 
therefore, decline to answer the fl>^t question. 

The second question as reframed is answered in the affirmative and in favour 
of the assessee. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Nure Alam Chowdhury, J. — I agree. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI 
(Before Hon’Ue Mr. Justice K, Shtvashankar Bhat & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justtee D.K. Jaih) 
rr Case No. 35 of 1992 / 

Muthoot M. George C^hits (India) Ltd. 

vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For die Appellant D.N. Sawhney 

For the Respondent B. Gupta and R.K. Chaufla 

Decided on ; 31.8.1994 

REFERENCE TO HIGH COURT — Assessea angaflad In fmstneaa 
of chit fund — Aseessae buying ita own ch|t in auction — Incurting 
loss — Claiming loss as an expenditure — Tribunal holding activity 
of contributing and bidding Its own cMt resulted In mutual transaction 
and on the principle of mutuality loss not allowable — Assessea 
not filing any reference but filing rectification u/s 254(2) — 
Application of assessee dismissed — Reference sought by assessea 
— Held, miscellaneous application did not give rise to any question 
of law — No reference sought against the original order — Tribunal 
rightly declining to refer any question relating to original order. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS 

The assessee company Is engaged in the business of chit funds. In respect 
of the A.Y. 1981-82, It claimed an expenditure of Rs. 5,68,500/- as 
the amount paid by It as bid on Its own chits. The Assessing Officer 
was of the view that profit/loss on a chit could only be worked out when 
the chit matures, I.e. when all the instalments have been paid. Accord- 
ingly, after deducting the dividend received by the assessee on Its own 
chits (Rs. 1,90,095) from the aforesaid amount of Rs. 5,68,500/-, he 
added back the balance amount of Rs. 3,78,405/- to the total Income 
of the assessee. The C/T(A) accepted the assessee’s appeal and deleted 
the addition. The Tribunal came to the conclusion that though there 
is no dispute to the fact that the assessee does carry on the chit fund 
business and the receipts for specific services rendered are taxed u/s 
28(111) of the said Act but Its activity which involves contributing Its own 
chits, bidding of own chits and suffering losses on own chits, are all 
related to mutual transactions between Itself and the other subscribers 
ond, therefore, bid amount on own chits and the cornmisslon amounts, 
tiding related to mutuality were outside the ambit of the Act and, hence, 
neither the expense claimed was allowable nor the Income shown to 
thisextent wastaxable. The assessee did not file any refereiicebut mooed 





'■*<44 


TAXATION^ tePORTS ' 


{Vol^tk 


an application The Tribunal 

dismissed the applfcatidn. BeiHg tigg^evied/ '^e petition an 

application u/'s 256(1 t'recjultin^ the T^lbunalTof^fet'tt^ dfdTVmentloned 
question. The Tribunal dismissed' the dppltcatloh on the ground that 
it mas purely a question o/factarid no question arose out of Its aforesaid 
order. i.t- ■ t ■’-''i -■■ '’r': ^ ■ t^OJ; ‘ 


DECISION 

Unde’’ the provisions of Sedlori 254(4), thd Tribunar s order dated 21 .5,pi990 
became final and unless a rbfeireWde application on questlbrts arising from 
the original ^MPder on the appeal was diled, correctness of this order could 
not be challenged in a reference application challenging the correctness 
of thft order tpade u/s 254(2), The appHcatlon wafi dteflilssed. : >! 

Fun taxi of tha Judgmant baloW i 


(D.K- Jain, J.) 




By this application under section 256(2) of the fhdtJtne-tax Act, l'96r(‘the 
Act'/) the assessee seeks a direction to the’ Tribune t6 statP thia cash and 
refer the following qiKStions, stated tobe Pile Of Ih#,' for the opinion of 
this -Court r >• : >■'/.'■ 


' ■ ^ 1 . Whether, oil the facts' «ind in the clrcumsfarices of the casei the 
T rlbunal was right in law Irt holding that the mi^ellaneous appllc^ion 
of the appellant was an attempt to review the order of the Tribunal 
and not a petition pointing out mistakes iii the order which were 
apparent from the record ? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances; of the case, the 
Tribunal was correct, Jn, law in holding that the arguments of. the 
. appellant in the miscellaneous petition, were based onmieconoep- 
ttpn and wrong appreciation of ^acfs? , I , ' ■. 


3/ : Whetlwr, on the facts- aftd' to ’the cirdufttstanbes of the ca^,'1he 
' T rtourral was correct in holding that '5‘ per ePht of the chit antount 

appropriated by-thc cornpatiy as foinftrrtah^S cbrrtiMssloh’i^^ aitequate 
for meeting , the expenses of various ‘SetVi^S td be rfeiidiked as 
foreman, like expervses on adrfifinistratiofir%td blfi’er *itaff '? 


4. ' Whether, oh thb fdets and in the', cTrci^^s^qc^ 'of tbe fbe 
Ttiboh^ it^s cbirectlh law in hot rectifying ‘i^s ‘rn,isfa]<'(^n cqncius,ipn 

irt the appieaf wherein 'it 'hak staiecT thaf ^he aspepf o^ Mutuality 

•ap'pliek to the appeliartt r ^ 

i A- > Whei^^ Ipi Ipteipretlng daati section 

M. , - ^wiij As 3ppU^^\i^,th4.ap^iiaaW5L,tidHiitt«^ 
bV. ^f |s,a',^fiBn3#9noiein.«^ 

not a trade association? 
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Qf> th^i?cts3indls tbe,cimuin^»nce*.of the 

. , TrlhMh^(W2>^ cafri?Ctsin>la>*(lh jcomcluslon 

,^>?>t,4he:¥ispectpfiinutyeHty atjpUedto the AaieMee-cotnpanyTelying 
, decdsiop qf the Punjahend Haivanai Hls^ Cotart in the 

, case of Sofia. Siflcaiie & Chemicai. W&rha vs, QJT (1989) 179 ITR 
588? •<... ; ^ ■ ■■ ■- 

7. without pi^ejudlce to the foregoing grounds,- assutrifrig ];hinclples 
of TnUiuzkhty appll«, as decided by the Tribunal, and oh the same 
parity of its reasoning whether the commission income of Rs. 
2,06,500 is al^ not tax:ab1e since the appellant is also a member 
in -every chit series from which the commission is collected vide 
paper book pages 14 to 24 given to Tribunal '? 

8. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in law in rejecting the claim of (Sth appellant 

, of mercantile system of accounting regularly fqlipwed under section 
145 of the Income-tqx Act, 1961 and not accqptihg tl^e Jqss of 
Rs. 5,68,600/- incurred upon bidding by the company duririg the 
year ?" 

Briefly stated, the facts are that the assessec company is engaged in the 
business of chit funds. In respect of the A.Y. 1981-82, it claimed an 
expenditure of Rs. 5,68,500/- as the amount paid b»y it as bid on its own 
chits. The Assessing Officer was of the view that profit/lbss on a chit could 
only be worked out when the chit matures, \.e. when all the instalments 
have been paid. Accordingly, aftcr^deducHng the dividend received by the 
assessee on its own chits (Rs. 1,90,095/-) from the aforesaid amount of 
Rs. 5,68,500/-, he added back the balance amount of Rs. 3,78,405/^-' to 
the total income of the assessee. The CTTfA) accepted the assessee’s appeal 
and deleted the addition. The revenue preferred appeal to the Tribimal, 
which, by its order dated 21-5-1990, came to the conclusion that though 
there is no dispute to the fact that the assessee does carry on the chit fund 
business and the receipts for.specffic services rendered are taxed u/s 28(111) 
of the said Act but its activity which Involves contributing its own chits, 
bidding of own chits and suffering losses on own chits, are all related to 
mutual transactions between itself and the other subscribers an(l, therefore, 
bid amount on own chits and the commission amounts, being related to 
mutuality were outside the ambit of the.Act and, henqe, neither the expense 
claimed was allowable nor the income, shown to this extent was taxable. 

It appears that the assessee did not file any reference application, against 
the said.order but instead moved an application purported to be u/s 254(2) 
of the Act, for recall of order dated 21.5.1990 on the ground that the 
T ribunal had committed an apparent mistake. By its order dated 6.11. 1990 
the T ribunal dismissed the application and while doing so observed as under; 

“The arguments as advanced in pareis 3, 3. 1 and 3.2 in regard to section 
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28(3) Its interpretation, ret«itlon of 5 per cent commission by the 
foreman as forwards specific services rendered is based on misconcep- 
tion and wrong appreciation of facts. The facts as founded by the 
Tribunal on the evidence pro\^ded are indicative that out of every bid 
or auction, the company reserves the right to appropriate 5 per cent 
of the chit amount and if this were not for meeting the various services 
to be rendered as a foreman who requires assistance of administration 
and other staff, what for it is retained. Coming to the aspect of the 
mutuality not being applicable to the assessee in view of there being 
specific services rendered only to members and to any outsiders reliance 
has been placed by the Tribunal in the Punjab & Haryana High Court 
decision, the arguments as advanced in paras 3. 1 & 3.2 are fresh liner 
of argument being raised In this miscellaneous application. With regard 
to various submissions contained in para 4 onwards the intention of 
the assessee is clearly one of the review of the order for the aspect 
of mutuality be found applicable on the basis of the Punjab & Haryana 
High Court decision (supra). The miscellaneous application is an attempt 
to review of the Tribunal, hence the same is dismissed." 

Being aggrieved, the petitioner filed an application u/s 256(1) requiring 
the Tribunal to refer the aforementioned questions. 

By its order dated 13.6.1991, the Tribunal dismissed the application on 
the ground that it was purely a question of fact and no question arose out 
of its aforesaid order in the miscellaneous application as questions posed 
were only the submissions made by the assessee in rectification application 
but no fresh finding thereon had been recorded by the Tribunal. 

Mr. Sawhney, the learned counsel for the assessee, has submitted that the 
.original order of the Tribunal dated 21.5. 1990 having merged In its order, 
dated 6.11. 1990, on assessee’s rectification application, the assessee could 
raise all the issues which were the subject-matter of the main appeal. 

In our opinion there is no merit in the contention. Under the provision, 
of Section 254(4), the Tribunal’s order dated 21.5.1990 became final and 
unless a reference application on questions arising from the original order 
on the appeal was filed, correctness of this order could not be challenged 
in a reference application challenging the correctness of the order made 
u/s 254(2), particularly when admittedly the Tribunal did not record any 
fresh finding on the merits of the case in its later order. We are in complete 
agreement with the Tribunal that question Nos. 3 to 8 do not arise out 
of its order dated 6.1 1.1990. Insofar as questions 1 and 2 are concerned, 
the answer to the questions raised Is self-evident and there is no reason 
to direct the Tribunal to state the case for referring any question. 

There is no merit in the application. Dismissed with no order as to costs. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Ju^ice T.L. Viswanatha Iyer) 
OriginaJ Petition No. 5421 of 1992 

Coichin Plantattons Ltd. 


V8. 

Inspecting Asstt. Gommissioner of 


Agricultural 

For the Appellant 
For the Respondent 
Decided on 


Income-tax & Sales-tax 
Premjith Nagendran 
S. Vljayan Nair 

3.3.1994 


RE-ASSESSMENT — Notice for re-assessment issued — Notice 
indicating return to be filed by 30.3.1992 — Notice served on 
24.3.1992 — Validity of the notice challenged — Held, notice 
for re-assessment giving less than 30 days time to file the return 
invalid — Consequently all proceedings including re-assessment 
order invalid. 

Kerala Agricultural . Income-tax Act, 1950 — Section 35. 

Kerala Agricultural Income-tax Act, 1991 — Section 41. 

FACTS 


The petitioner was served with a notice dated 24.3.1992 from the /AC 
(AJT & ST), Kottayam, referred u/s 35 of the 1 950 Act read with Section 
99 of the Kerala Agricultural I.T. Act, 1991 intimating the petitioner 
that Its agricultural Income for the year 1986-87 has either escaped 
assessment or been the subject of excessive relief and, therefore, calling 
upon the petitioner to deliver a return of Its Income assessable for the 
said year ‘not later than 30.3.1992’. The notice was served on 24th 
March itself. The petitioner objected to the reopening of the assessment 
but the objections were ruled out. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the notice which forms the foundation of the 
re-assessment proceedings, was invalid, null and void as it did riot comply 
with the requirements of section 35(1) of the 1950 Act or section 41(1) 
of the 1991 Act. These provisions which enable the Agricultural ITO to 
reopen an assessment prescribe that the officer shall serve on the assessee, 
within the time sp}ecifled, a notice containing all or 2 my of the requirements 
which may be included in a notice under sub-section (2) of section 17 or 
sub-section (2) of section 35 of the respective Acts. On^ of these require- 
ments is the grant of a minimum of thirty days, time to furnish a return 
in the prescribed form containing the requisite particulars. The grant of 
thirty days time to furnish the return is imperative and the direction to furnish 
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the return within any lesser period invalidates the notice and all tt 
proceedings taken pursuant thereto. The notice served on the petition! 
on 24.3. 1992 calli;^a upon him to furnish the return not later than 30.3. 199: 
The law remains well settled that (a) the service of a notice u/s 35 of t’ 
1950 Act corresponding to section 41 of the 1991 Act is condition precedei 
for the validity of the proceedings to reopen an assessment; (b) the notlc 
so issued should be a valid notice; (c) the notice is not valid if it allov 
only a period of less than thirty days to file the return. The notice whir 
was served on the petitioner on 24.3.1992, gave it only six days time i 
file the return on 30.3. 1992. Therefore, it is clearly invalid and not sufficiei 
to sustain the proceedings u/s 35. The original petition is, therefor 
allowed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Y. Narai;ana Chetty us. ITO AIR 1959 SC 213 

2. CIT us. Ramsukh Motilai AIR 1955 Bom. 227 

3. Commissioner of Agricultural l.T. us. Amalgamated Coffee Estatt 
Ltd. (1962) 45 ITR 348 (Ker.) 

4. George us. Agricultural ITO 1983 KLT 1049. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(T.L. Viswanatha Iyer, J.) 

The petitioner, a public limited company, owning agricultural lands, w< 
assessed to tax under the Agrl. IT Act, 1950 (Kerala), hereinafter referrt 
to as the 1950 Act, for the asst. yr. 1986-87, corresponding to tl 
accounting year 1st May, 1984 to 30th April, 1985. This order of assei 
ment Ext. P3 made by the lAC of Agrl. IT, Kollan is dt. 23rd April, 19£ 
and determined the accumulated loss to be carried forward to the next yei 
at Rs. 4,44,200 after setting off the loss carried forward from the previoi 
year, namely Rs. 7,77,200 against the income of Rs. 3,33,000 for th 
current year. The order was rectified on 5th June, 1986 by another ord( 
Ext. P4 refixing the loss to be carried forward at Rs. 2,28,060. The ord 
Ext. P4 was not challenged and became final. 

Long thereafter, the petitioner was served with a notice Ext. P4 date 
24.3.1992 from the lAC (AIT & ST), Kottayam, referred to hereinaft( 
as the Kottayam Officer, u/s 35 of the 1950 Act, r/w s. 99 of the Ken 
Agricultural l.T. Act, 1991 (15 of 1991) (which replaced the 1950 A 
w.e.f. 1st April, 1991), hereinafter referreci to as the 1991 Act, intimatir 
the petitioner that its agricultural income for the year 1986-87 has eith( 
escaped assessment or been the subject of excessive relief and, therefon 
calling upon the petitioner to deliver a return of its income assessable f< 
the said year ‘not later than 30.3.1992’. The notice was served on 2/ 
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March Itself. The petitioner pbjjected to ^h^ reopening pf^the as^s^en' 
by Its reply Ext. P6, but the ob|^^ai^M u«i;e overrule ahdjqi fresh assessme 
completed on 31st March, 199^,' determining ahlincome oiTfis. 
as taxable for the year (as against the loss of Rs. 2,28,060 fixed uhcTei 
Exts. P3 and P4) and demanding ^^ThburFt bfRi 3;!29.484 atfax payable 
for the year. A true copy of^lhiS^'asse^rabntjls Bit. thaf Is iindei 

challenge In this writ petltioH filed •un<kr ‘ Art> '226 bf the' Gortl^tltUKon. 


The reassessment under bhalfenged' bh various grounds. If ^al 

deal with them seriatim, but before proceeding to 1 rtiay mentior 
that the 1950 Act was repealed and replaced ^by tjie 19^ Act W.e.t. 'Isi 
April, 1991. There is no case for the 'petTtipher that iHp proceedings ihltiatcc 
by the notice Ext. P5 and culminating in the order of ' assessrnerit Ext. P? 
are Incompetent because of the repeal and theVe-ehactment in the meanwhile 


The first point raised is one of Jurisdiction. According to the petitioner 
its files had been transferred from Kdl^m tp tf^c lAC at &nakulan:n (th( 
Emakulam Officer) and, therefore, the Kottayarp Officer had no Jurisdiction 
to take any proceedings for reassessment as he haq’no seisin' of the case 
Petitioner refers to some letters Exts. P8 to PIQ received by it frotn th« 
Emakulam Officer in support of this plea. Blit If has been pofijted out ir 
the counter-affidavit of the respondents that the Kottayam Officer was hayinc 
jurisdiction in the matter since 1st Oct., 1991, by virtue of the proceeding, 
of the Board of Revenue of even date and that the transfer to the Emakularr 
will take effect only after completion of the assessments which will get tipit 
barred on 31st March, 1992. That is the position here. There is, therefore 
no substance in the plea of want of jurisdiction in the Kottayam Officer 

The next pojnt is one of limitation, but 1 do not find any substance in thi; 
submission as well. The reassessment Ext. P7 was comn^cted on 3 1st March 
1992 after the proceedings were initiated by service of the notice undei 
s. 35 of the 1950 Act on 24th March. The assessment year concemec 
is 1986-87 (i.c., year ending 31st March, 1987) corresponding to th 
petitioner’s accounting year ending 30th April, 1985. Sub-s. (1) of s. 3£ 
of the 1950 Act enables initiation of proceedings for assessment of Incomt 
which has escaped assessment for any financial year by service of a hotlC( 
on the assessee at any time within five years of the end of that year. Sub 
s. (2) says that no order of reassessment shall be made after the expir 
of five years from the end of the year in which the agricultural incomt 
was first assessable; and the proviso thereto lays down that once the hotlc 
is issued within the time so limited, the reasseSsrhent may be made withlr 
another period of one year from the date of service of the notice. Sec 
41 is the corresponding provision in the 1991 Act. h provides for a longei 
period of ten years for reopening ah assessment though sUb-s. {2^therec 
limits the period to five years unless the Commr. of Agri. IT is satisfier 
on the reasons rec(3itded l^ithe AgrI; TTO that it is a fit cdse foir issue' c 
notice to reoperv fhe' asseissmenti According to the' petitioner, Th( 
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Commissioner has not recorded his satisfaction in this case and, therefore, 
going even by the terms of s. 41 of th^ 1991 Act, the reassessment is 
barred. 

The proceedings have been Initiated by the nottee Ext. PS issued under 
s. 35 of the 1950 Act. Though the petitioner has a contention that s. 35 
is inapplicable after the repeal of tfie 1950 Act, zmd that the proceedings 
could if at all, be only under s. 41 of the 1991 Act, I am unable to uphold 
it is the light of the provisions contained in s. 99(3) of the latter Act, reserving 
power, inter alia, to initiate proceedings for assessment of escaped ag- 
ricultural income, under the repealed enactment. Even otherwise, I do not 
find anything in substance in this contention apart from the technicality 
of it, as the initiation of the proceedings by Ext. P5 is well within the time 
limit, whether it is under s. 35 of the 1950 Act or s. 41 of the 1991 Act. 

The period of time fixed for service of the notice contemplated by sub- 
s. (1) of s. 35 of the 1950 Act or sub-s. (2) of s. 41 of the 1991 Act is 
five years from the end of the financial year in which the income has escaped 
assessment. Sec. 20) of the 1950 Act defines “financial year” as the year 
beginning on the first April and ending on the thirty first March next following 
Sec. 3 of this Act provides for the levy of agricultural income-tax for each 
financial year in accordance with or subject to the provisions of the Act. 
The financial year under this Act is the assessment year as is commonly 
known, though that term is not as such defined or used in the Act. The 
1991 Act does not define a “financial year” but contains a definition of 
“assessment year” in its s. 2(9) as the period of twelve months commencing 
on the 1st April, every year. The charge to tax under s. 3 is for each 
assessment year on the total agricultural income of the previous year. Sec. 
41, however, used the word “financial year”. Evidently, the expression 
“financial year” in s. 41 means only the assessment year as the tjix is levied 
in each assessment year and the escape from assessment could only be 
with reference to that year. 

The period of five years is thus liable to be reckoned, under either of the 
enactments only from the end of the assessment year concerned, which, 
in this case is 1986-87, l.e., the year ending 31st March, 1987. The period 
of five years thus expired only on 31st March, 1992 and, therefore, the 
order Ext. P7 passed on that day is within time. This contention is, therefore, 
overruled. 

The plea which is substantial and which has got to be accepted is the next 
one raised by the petitioner, namely, that the notice Ext. P5, which forms 
the foundation of the reassessment proceedings, wa?! invalid, null and void 
as it did not comply with the requirements of sectictn 35(1} of the 1950 
Act or section 41(1) of the 1991 Act. These provisions which enable the 
Agricultural FTO to reopen an assessment prescribe th 2 rt the officer shall 
serve on the assessee, within the time specified, a notice containing all 
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or any of the requirements which may be induded in a iK>tice under »ib- 
section (2) of secticm 17 or sub-section (2) of section 35 of the respective 
Acts. One of these requirements is the grant of a minimum of thirty day’s 
time to furnish a return In the prescribed form containing the requisite 
particulars. The grant of thirty days' time to furnish the return Is imperative 
and the direction to furnish the return within any lesser period invalidates 
the notice and all the proceedings taken pursuant thereto. The notice Ex. 
P5 served on the petitioner on 24.3.1992 calling upon him to furnish the 
return not later than 30.3.1992. It is, therefore, pointed out that it was 
insufficient to sustain the reopening of the assessment. 

In my opinion the position of law as set forth by the petitioner admits of 
no doubt, but it is useful occasionally to recapitulate the law, lest the basics 
are overlooked as has evidently happened in this case. 

The provisions concerned correspond to s. 34 of the Indian FT Act, 1922, 
which has been the subject of consideration in a number of decisions. In 
Y. Narai/ana Chetty us. ITO AIR 1959 SC 213, the Supreme Court held 
that the service of a valid notice as required by the section constitutes the 
very foundation of the jurisdiction of tite ITO to reopen an assessment and, 
therefore, failure to serve such notice or any invalidity in the notice will 
render the proceedings illegal and void. 

Gajendragadkar, J. observed ; 

“The notice prescribed by s. 34 cannot be regarded as a mere procedural 
requirement; it is only if the said notice is served on the assessee as 
required that the ITO would be Justified in taking proceedings against 
him. If no notice is issued or if the notice issued is shown to be invalid, 
then the validity of the proceedings by the ITO without a notice or in 
pursuance of an Invalid notice would be illegal and void. That is the 
view taken the Bombay and Cal^ta High Courts in CIT vs. Ramsukh 
Motilal (1955) 27 ITR 54 (Bom): AIR 1955 Bom 227, and R.K. Das 
& Co. us. CIT (1956) 30 ITR 439 (Cal) : AIR 1955 Cal 161 and we 
think that, that view is right.” 

Narayona Chetty was a case of non-issue of notice to the assessee under 
s. 34 but the case of C/T us. Ramsukh Motilal AIR 1955 Bom. 227 approved 
therein was one in which precisely the same question as in this case, arose 
for consideration. The time allowed for filing the return in the notice under 
s. 34 was less than the period of thirty days prescribed in s. 22(2) which 
corresporld to s. 17(2) of the 1950 Act and s. 35(2) of the 1991 Act. Chagla, 
C.J. speaking for the Court declared the law as under : 

“Each of the three requirements mentioned in $. 22(2) is qvodlfled by 
the legislature providing that the notice must give time to ttie assessee 
to comply with the requirement within a period which rannot be shorter 
than 30 days. The requirement is not merely to make a return or to 
verify or to give particulars. The requirement is in each case that the 
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return must be tpade. the vefjflcatjon njust bft made, or the p^irtit^rs 
must be given vA/lthln a period of not ^ss than 30 d?ii?s. Tharefpre, It 
is cl^r that if a notice ujider s, $4 embodies any of the requircmejits 
under s. 22(2), It mu^t at t^ same tim^ permit the ass^ssee to comply 
with the requirement within a, period which is not less than 30 days. 
If the period is shorter than 30 days, then the requirement is not the 
requirement as set out in s. 22(2). In this case, the notice gave only 
six days to make a return under s. 34. Therefore, the requirement was 
different from the ret)uirement under s. 22(2) and the notice was clearly 
bad.” 

In Commr. of AgrI. IT us. Amalgamated Coffee Estates Ltd. (1962) 45 
ITR 348 (Ker) a notice under s. 35 of the Madras Plantations Agrl. IT Act, 
1955, which did not give thirty days’ time to give particulars was held 
defective and the assessment made pursuant thereto, illegal and void. George 
us. AgH. ITO 1983 KLT 1049 was a similar case where a notice granting 
a lesser time to file return under s. 35 of the 1950 Act was held invalid 
(see also CIT us. Nano/fl/ Trfbhouandas (1975) 100 ITR 734 TGuj). It is 
unnecessary to multiply authorities. The law remains well settled that (a) 
the service of a notice u/s 35 of the 1950 Act corresponding to section 
41 of the 1991 Act Is condition precedent for the validity of the proceedings 
to reopen an assessment; (b) the notice so Issued should be a valid notice; 
(c) the notice is not valid if it allows only a period of less than thirty days 
to file ihe return. 

I shall now turn to the facts of this case. The notice Ext. P5 which was 
served on the petitioner on 24.3.1992, gave it only six days’ time to file 
the return on 30.3.1992. Therefore, it is clearly invalid and not sufficient 
tosustain the proceedings u/s 35. The order Ext. P7 is, therefore, unsustainable 
in law. 

The original petition is, therefore, allowed. The notice Ext. P5 and the order 
of assessment Ext. P7 are quashed. 

(1995) 126 Taxation 252 (Ker.) 

IN THE HIGH COUR OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice T.L. yisw^atha Iyer) 

O P. Nos. 14074 of 1993 & 244 of 1994 

K. Oormila Maioor 
vs. 

Assistant Commissioner of Incomle^tiax 

For the Appellant B. Krishna Mani > -h .< .. t-:.,, . 

For the Respondent P.K. Ravindranatha 

Decided on 2313.1994 

WRIT PETmON — Assessment completed ex-paite — Ass^asee 
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fttihg an^^ppetiii'u/s 2 , 4 ^ — 

oft ills ' Audttby —>' Assieiisee lurttMbr cl^imiiijB ' Mi^ssment 

cb^Mpleie<) for npn-silpjplV of material by pu^or 

qiiacKlrfi^ '^-^rte^ Maeiafnent ; — l^eicl, matbn 

^'ftlaii Court not re4ulre<t to adju^cate on tbe aiUegatfona a^M^t 

tha auditor — Petitioner aalced to move appropriate aufl^i^ iiotlk 

'for hearing of af>peal and atay of demand — Writ petldon nbf 

maintainable hence dlamlaaed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 246. 

Constitution of India — Article 226. 

• ;• FACTS. : 

According to the petitioners, ihe^ Were not In a p6$ltfon to file returns 
for purposes of assessment to Wcome-tax for the A.Y. 1^96-91 for the 
reason that the books were' not available to theni and also for the reason 
thdt then f»ed no faith In the audit bhtch had been done bn the firm 
of auditors who were made parties hi the sultjjgalnst and whom there 
were oern serious allegations. In these circumstances, then could not 
file dny return and this eoentually resulted In the ex-parte orders of 
assessment In the case for the year 1990-91. The praner^ultlmateln Is 
to quash the order of assessment as Illegal and unjust one. 

DECISION 

Held that the Court cannot embark on an enquiry on these matters nor 
It is necessary for the reason that the petitioners have admittedly filed appeals 
against those assessments u/s 246 of the IT Act. It is admitted that such 
an app)eal has been filed and that it is pending. In the circumstances it is 
only proper to direct that the said appeals should be disposed of expeditiously 
with appropriate direction regarding the recovery proceedings. As regards 
the recovery, the Court left the matter to discretion of the revenue to be 
dealt with profser exercise of the discretion. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(T.L. Viswanatha /ycr, J.) 

The two petitioners were partners of two firms M/s M.M. Nagalinga Nadar 
& Co., Quilon and Sii Rajvel & Co., Qullon. There appears to be a raging 
dispute between the partners of the firms with an (Arbitration) Original Suit 
No. 69 of 1993 pending in the Sub Court, Kollam. The petitioners have 
made various allegations against the other partners of the firms and also 
against the Chartered Accountants of the firms. That suit is pending. 
According to the. petitioners, they were not in a position to file returns 
for purposes of assessment to income-tax for the A.Y. 1990-91 for the 
reason that the books were not available to them and also for the reason 
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that they had no faith in the audit which had been done by die finn of 
auditors who were made parties in the suit against and whom there were 
very serious allegations. In these circumstances, they could not file any return 
and this eventually resulted in the order of assessment Ext. P5 in each case 
for the year 1990-91. The petitioners have got various allegations to rnake 
regarding the conduct of the auditors, regarding the conduct of the other 
partners as also about various other matters on which I do not think, this 
Court should address itself at this stage. The prayer ultimately is to quash 
the order of assessment as an illegal and unjust one. 

It is not for this Court to adjudicate on the various points raised by the 
petitioners in the two original petitions. Suffice it to say, many of them 
are matters concerning the suit requirbig adjudication in the suit. Many of 
them are also matters which require adjudication at the I>epartment 2 d level 
having regard to all that the petitioners have admittedly filed appeals against 
those assessments under s. 246 of the IT Act. A copy of the appeal filed 
by the petitioner in O.P. No. 244 of 1994 has been filed as Ext. P6 in 
the writ petition. Though a copy of the appeal is not annexed in the other 
writ petition, it is admitted that such an appeal has been filed and that 
it is pending. In the circumstances it is only proper to direct that the said 
appeals should be disposed of expeditiously with appropriate directions 
regarding the recovery proceedings. 

The only other question which requires consideration is regarding the 
recovery of the amounts demanded pursuant to the assessment while the 
appeals are pending. I leave it to the petitioners to move the appropriate 
authorities either for stay or for not treating them as in default pending 
the appeals, taking into account ttjc very serious contentions which the 
petitioners have raised in the original petition as also the allegations made 
by them besides the ground stated in the appeals. I am sure the authorities 
concerned will deal with the matter in accordance with law and in proper 
exercise of the discretion as and u4ien any such motion is made for stay 
pending the appeals. 

The original petitions are dismissed leaving open the various questions raised 
for consideration in the appeals filed by the petitioners and subject to the 
above observations. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice K.S. Paripooman & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice K.P. Balaharayana Marar) • 

OP Nos. 1253 & 1531 of 1985 ' 

Commissioner of Agricultural Income-tax 
. vs. 

Elembilery Estate* Cardamom Plantations 

For the Appellant V.C. Jamea 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on 22.2.1993 

REFERENCE — Assessment completed as unregistered Arm on the 
ground minor admitted to benefits of partnership without consent 
of guardian — Assessee curing the defect by a subsequent declaration 
of guardian — Registration allowed by Dy. CIT (A) — Upheld by 
Tribunal — Held, whether guanilan to sign the deed when minor 
admitted to partnership or not — A pure question of law— ^Tribunal 
directed to refer the question of law. 

.Kerala Agricultural Income-tax Act, 1950 — Section 60(3). 

FACTS 

The respondent assessee was originally assessed as q registered firm. 
During the accounting period for the A.Y. 1975-76, there was a change 
In the constitution of the firm. One of the partners died. The firm was 
reconstituted. In the place of the dead partner, his minor son was 
admitted to the benefits of the partnership. The firm applied for registration. 
The assessing authority found that the minor was not represented by 
the guardian In the Instrument of partnership. He held that the part- 
nership deed was not valid In law. He declined to grant registration 
to the firm. For the same reason, he refused the renewal of registration 
for the A.Y. 1976- 77. In appeal, the Dy. ClTfA) foun<( that the guardian 
of the minor had by a subsequent declaration made It clear that the 
minor had been admitted to the benefit of the partnership, the part- 
nership deed stood cured and so the firm was entitled to registration. 
The Tribunal upheld the decision of the Dy. CIT (A). 

DECISION 

The question as to whether In a case wher^ the minor is admitted to the 
benefit of the partnership the guardian should have signed in the deed or 
expressed assent otherwise as representing the minor is a matter cm vAilch 
the Courts have expressed different views. The Hon’ble Court was of ^ 
view that a question of law arises out of the common older rendered by 
the Agricultural I,T.A.T. dated 21.il. 1983. The Hon’ble Court,' therefore. 
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directed the Kerala Agrrcuftur^r|.¥/A,'¥. 'ip'V^/er 'the two questions of law 

formulated herclnabbir^:' ' *' ' ' ^ 

, .re|«Kre4'. to - s 

1. Addl. CIT vs. Uftiam Kun}aT~J?rampfld(umar (1974) 97 ITR 730 (All) 

2. Addl. CITta, Ifttarn Kumar (1978) 1 15 ITR 796 (All) 

3. BrfJ Rattan Lai Bhoop Klshore vs. CIT (1982) Taxation 67(1) 4 (All); 
(1982) 186 rPR 7^2 fAll) 

4. CIT us. Associate Industrial Distributors (1982) 138 ITR 304 (Cal) 

5. Safari Wines us. CIT (1988) Taxation 90(3) 82 (AP); (1988) 169 ITR 
695 (AP) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(K.S. Parlpoornan, J.) 

These are connected cases. The Commr. of Agrl. IT Is the petitioner In 
both the original petitions. The common assessee Is the respondent In both 
the cases. The Commr. of Agrl. IT, representing the Revenue In these two 
original petitions, filed under s. 60(3) of the Agrl. IT Act, has prayed for 
a direction to the Agrl. ITAT, Kozhikode Bench to refer the following 
questions of law, formulated In paragraph 7 of the O.Ps. for the decision 
of this Court. Thts was necessitated, since the Agrl. ITAT, by a common 
order dt. 3rd April, 1984, of the years 1975-76 and 1976-77, declined 
to refer the questions of law for the decision of this Court: 

“(i) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, was 
the Tribunal right in directing to allow registration of the firm when 
the partnership deed was defective ? 

(11) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, was 
the Tribunal right in holding that the defect in the partnership deed 
can be rectified by a subsequent declaration from the guardian of 
the minor and, therefore, the registration of the firm can be 
granted?” 

The respondent/assessee was originally assessed as a registered firm. During 
the accounting period for the asst. yr. 1975-76, there was a change in 
the constitution of the firm. One of the partners died. The firm was 
. reconstituted. In the place of the dead partner, his minor son was admitted 
to the benefit of the partnership. The firm applied for registration. The 
assessing authority found that the minor was not represented by the guardian 
in the instrument of partnership. He held that the partnership deed was 
not valid in law. He declined to grant registration to the firm. For the same 
reason, he refused the renewzJ’^f registration for'the asst. yr. 1976-77. 
In appeal, the Dy. CITfA), Kozhikode found that the guardian of the minor. 
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who was admitted to the benefit of partnership, had a subsequent 
declaration mztde it clear that the minor had been admitted to the benefit 
of the partnership with the consent and knowledge of the guardian. He 
held that the defect in the partnership deed stood cured and so the firm 
is entitled to registration. The Revenue took up the matter in appeal before 
the Agrl. ITAT, Kozhikode. The Tribunal upheld the decision of the Dy. 
CIT(A). For the reason, renewal was granted for the subsequent year. In 
declining registration to the firm, the assessing authority relied on the 
decision of the Allahabad High Court in Add/. CIT us. Uttam Kumar 
Promod Kumar (1974) 97 ITR 730 (All). The Tribunal distinguished the 
said decision and held that since the guardian had consented or agreed 
for the admission of the minor to the benefit of the partnership, the defect, 
if any, if cured and the firm is entitled to registration. According to the 
Tribunal, ^e fact that the assessing authority did not question the genu- 
ineness of the firm is a cogent factor. The initial defect, if any, in the non- - 
junction of the guardian stood cured by subsequent consent. The Tribunal 
referred to the decision of the Allahabad High Court in BrIJ Rattan Lai 
Bhoop 'Kishore os. CIT (1982) 136 ITR 722 (All) and held that the firm 
should have been given an opportunity before refusing registration and 
in that perspective when such an oppx>rtunity was given the guardian has 
assented the admission of the minor to the benefit of the partnership and 
since the Dy. CIT was satisfied that the defect or Infirmity has been rectified 
or cured, the Dy. CIT was Justified in granting registration. It is from this 
common order, for both the years - 1975-76 amd 1976-77 dt. 21st Nov., 
1983, the Revenue had filed applications (RA Nos. 6 and 7 of 1984) for 
referring certain questions of law for the decision of this Court, which was 
declined by the Tribunal, by a common order dt. 3rd April, 1984. It is 
in pursuance thereto, the above two original petitions are filed in this Court. 

We heard counsel. The decision of the Allahabad High Court relied on by 
the assessing authority - Uttam Kumar Promod Kumar's case (supra) was 
approved by a Full Bench of the said Court in Addl. CIT vs. Uttam Kumar 
Promod Kumar a978) 115 ITR 796 (AU) (FB). The Calcutta High Court 
had taken a different view in CIT vs. Associate Industrial .Distributors 
(1982) 138 ITR 304 (Cal). In Safar Wines vs. CIT (1988) 169 ITR 695 
(AP), the Andhra Pradesh High Court has followed the Calcutta High Court’s 
view. The. question as to whether in a case where the minor is admitted 
to the benefit of the partnership the guardian should have signed in the 
deed or expressed assent otherwise as representing the minor is a matter 
on which the Court has expressed different views. We are of the view that 
a question of law arises out of the common order rendered by the Agrl. 
•tat, dt. 21st Nov., 1983. 

We, therefore, direct the Kerala Agrl. ITAT, Addl. Bench, Kozhikode to 
fefer the two questions of law, formulated hereinabove, for the decision 
of this Court, for both the years 1975-76 and 1976-77. 



258 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


(VoL I2e 


The original petitions arc allowed. 

The Tribunal shall comply with order within three months from the date 
of receipt of a copy of this judgment. The Registrar shall send a copy of 
this judgment forthwith to the Agrl. IT AT, Addl. Bench, Kozhikode for 
compliance. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 258 (Mad.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADRAS 
(Before Hon’ble Chief Justice Mr. K.A. Swami & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Somasundaram) 

Writ Appeal Nos. 215 and 216 of 1994 

Shyam Investments 
vs. 

Appropriate Authority 

For the Appellant P.S. Raman and P.J.' George 

For the Respondent N.V. Balasubramaniam 

Decided on 18.7.1994 

ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY CENTRAL GOVT. — Govt, 
acquiring property — Order of purchase made — Before giving 
possession order challenged in writ petition, — Stay made absolute 
— Subsequently delivered possession to Appropriate Authority 
and payment of Rs. 16 lakhs made to vendors — Assessee claiming 
directions contained in the case of C.B. Gautam applicable — 
Pre-emptive order made by Appropriate Authority quashed — 
Matter remitted to consider in accordance with law in the light 
of principles enunciated in C.B. Gautam’s case. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 269-UD. 

FACTS 

The immovable property involved in the proceeding consists of land and 
building situate at Madras. The petitioner firm agreed to purchase the 
same and paid a sum of Rs. 25,000/- by wap' of advance bp cheque. 
Pursuant to theagreement, permission wassought for from the appropriate 
authoritp which chose to make pre-emptive purchase of the property. 
It is the validitp of that order, which was challenged In writ petition. 
The learned Single Judge refected it and stop was made absolute. 
Immediatelp within a week after the order of pre-emptive purchase was 
passed bp the appropriate authoritp, the Intending purchaser filed writ 
petition challenging the validitp of the order directing him to purchase. 
The deliuerp of possession bp the vendors to the appropriate authority 
and payment of a sum of Rs. 16 lakhs bp the appropriate authoritp to 
the vendors took place pursuant to the orders passed In the writ petition. 
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DECISION 

» 

The order of pre-emptive purchase dated 9.12.1986 passed by the Ist 
respondent is quashed. The matter is remitted to the appropriate authority 
with a direction to consider the* permission sought for by the intending 
purchaser and the owner in accordance with law and in the light of the 
principle enunciated in C.B. Gautam’s case. 

Cases referred to : 

1. C.B. Gautom vs. UOI (1993) 199 ITR 530 (SC) 

2. Appropriate Authority us. Mass Traders (P) Ltd. (1 993) 1 16 Taxation 
156 (Kar.); (1993) 202 ITR 741 (Kar.) 

3. K.K. Anandan Ammal us. UOI (Writ Petition No. 10963 of 1987 dt. 
7.4.1994) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(K.A. SwamI, C.J.) 

W.A. No. 215 of 1994: 

W.A. No. 215 of 1994 is preferred against the order dated 5. 1.1 994 passed 
by the learned Single Judge in Writ Petition No. 14089 of 1986. The learned 
Single Judge has held that the clarification contained in the Judgment of 
the Supreme Court in C.B. Gautam vs. Union of India (1993) 199 fTR 
530 would make inapplicable the principles laid down in the said decision, 
therefore, the writ petition is liable to be dismissed. Accordingly, it has been 
dismissed. Hence, the petitioner therein has come up in appeal. 

Facts necessary for the purpose of determining as to whether the view taken 
by the learned Single Judge is correct, are as follows : - The immovable 
property involved in the proceeding consists of land and building situate 
at 23, Padmavathiar Road, Royapettah, Madras. It consists of land measuring 
3 grounds and 529 square feet and a building with a built-up area of 3,000 
square feet. The petitioner-firm agreed to purchase the same under an 
agreement dated 24.10.1986 for a total consideration of Rs. 16,25,000 
and paid a sum of Rs. 25,000 way of advance by Cheque No. 662603 
dated 24.10.1986 drawn on Indian Overseas Bank, Mylapore, Madras 4. 
There are other conditions contained In the agreement, which are not 
necessary for our purpose. Pursuant to the agreement, permission was 
sought for from the appropriate authority, but by the order under section 
269UD(1) of the Income tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’) dated 9. 12. 1986, It chose 
to make pre-emptive purchase of the property. It is the validity of that order, 
which was challenged in Writ Petition No. 14089 of 1986. As already 
pointed out, the learned Single Judge has rejected it. Writ Petition No. 14089 
of 1986. was filed on 22.12.1986. There was an interim order passed on 
23. 12. 1986 restraining the respondents from dispossessing the respondents 
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2 and 3, who arc the vendors. This Interim order was again modified on 

23.1.1987 and It was directed as follows : 

“After hearing the counsel on both sides, the limited stay originally 
granted is modified and the stay Is made absolute in the following 
terms : 

1 . Stay of further proceedings pursuant to the impugned order Is AA/ 
MDS/10(51/12/86-87 dated 9.12.1986. 

2. The respondents will not be obliged to pay any amount towards 
the purchase consideration to the transferor during the pendency 
of the writ proceedings and the transferor will not be allowed to 
take any place of limitation at any stage for the non-payment of 
the consideration in terms of the provisions of sections 269UG 
and 269UH of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

3. The transferor and the transferee are restrained from making any 
change in the nature and character of the property or from dealing 
With or from disposing of or in any way encumbering the property 
in question, during the pendency of this writ proceedings." 

Thereafter, there was another W.M.P. filed by the vendors seeking a 
direction to the purchaser or the appropriate authority to pay a sum of 
Rs. 16,00,000. That application was dismissed by the order dat^ 29.6. 1 :#87 . 
There was an appeal preferred against the order dated 29.6.1987 In Writ 
Appeal No. 1637 . of 1987. A Division Bench by the judgment dated 

15.10.1987 held as follows : 

“Appeal admitted. 

Having regard to the facts of the case, it appears to us that the order 
of stay made absolute by the ieamed single Judge needs to be modified. 
The appellants, on the averments made in this appeal, entered into 
an agreement of sale of the property in question, as they had to repay 
large amounts to the Punjab and Sind Bank, Mount Road, Madras. They 
had borrowed monies from the Bank and had created a mortgage by 
deposit of title deeds in respect of fhe property in question. Now it 
is obvious that the controversy between the intending purchaser and 
the Central Government cannot be permitted to adversely affect the 
vendors. The vendors are ready and willing to sell this property to 
whoever of the two Is found entided to purchase. At the same time 
die interest of the vendors need be safeguarded and it is necessary to 
prevent any furdier increase in their liability vk^iich they owe to the Punjab 
and Sind Bank. The agireement of sale Is for a sum of Rs. 16,25,000. 

of that, die intending purchaser had paid a sum of Rs. 25,000 
as advance. The balance of Rs. 16,00,000 Is to be received by the 
vendor^ t^eKecutkm of the iHde deed. That sale deed, however^ cannot 
bcf'-edceoaled %y dMon in spite of their willingness to ^ so because die 
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Central Government is now daimbig a statutory right to purchase the 
property in question. It would, therefore, be fair and just to direct the 
Central Government to pay a .sum of Rs. 16,00,0Q0 on behalf of die 
appellants to the Punjab and Sind Bank, Mount Road, Madras-2. Mrs. 
Nalini Chidambaram appearing for the department wants this order to 
be restricted to the facts of this case. She is justified in saying so because 
we are making this order having regard to the fact that the appellants’ 
liability to Punjab and Sind Bank is growing every day for no fault of 
theirs. The Central Government shall forward to the appellants a xerox 
copy of the receipt issued to them by the Punjab and Sind Bank after 
the payment is made to the bank on their account. The payment will 
be within two weeks from today. We also make it clear that In case 
the original petitioner succeeds In his petition, the petitioner will 
be liable to pay the amount of Rs. 16,00,000 to the Centra! Government. 
Accordingly^, the appeal stands disposed of. There will be no order 
as to costs. ’ [Emphasis supplied] 

Thus, from what is stated above, it was clear that immediately within a 
week after the order of pre-emptive purchase was passed by the appropriate 
authority, the intending purchaser filed Writ Petition No. 14089 of 1986 
before this Court on 22.12.1986 challenging the validity of the order 
directing him to purchase. The delivery of possession by the vendors to 
the appropriate authority and payment of a sum of Rs. 16 lakhs by the 
appropriate authority and payment of a sum of Rs. 16 lakhs by the 
appropriate authority to the venders have taken place pursuant to the orders 
passed in the writ petition. As on the date when the writ pctttlon was filed, 
except for passing the order to make a pre-emptive purchzise no step had 
been taken pursuant to it. Neither the vendor, nor the purchaser had 
voluntarily agreed for handing over possession of the property in question 
to the appropriate authority. Of course, the vendors had sought for a 
direction to pay them the consideration amount. These facts are not in 
dispute. It is in the background of these facts that we have to determine 
whether the principles laid down in C.B. Gautam's case (supra) would be 
applicable to the case or else whether the case falls within the clarification 
contained in that decision. The clarification contained in C.B. Gautam's 
case (supra) is as follows -. 

“We may clarify that, as far as completed transactions are concerned, 
namely, where, after the order for compulsory purchase under section 
269UD of the Income-tax Act was made and possession has been tedeen 
over, compensation was paid to the owner of the property and accepted 
without protest, we see no reason to upset those transactions and, hence, 
nothing we have said in the judgment will Invalidate such purchases. 
The same will be the possession where public auctions have been held 
of the properties concerned and they are purchased by third, parties. 
In those cases also, nothing whlph we have stated in this judgment will 
invalidate the purchases.” (p. 562) 
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It is contended by Mr. N.V. Balasubramanlan, the learned Junior standing 
counsel for Income-tax Department, that as on the date the writ petition 
came up for hearing, the vendors had delivered the possession of the 
immovable property in question and had also received the consideration 
amount from the appropriate authority on their own accord by obtaining 
a direction from the Court. Therefore, the case falls within the aforesaid 
clarification as the possession had been taken over by the appropriate 
authority and compensation had been paid. 

On the contrary, it is contended by the learned counsel for the appellant 
that the intending purchaser has immediately challenged the order directing 
pre-emptive purchase within a week from the date of the order and the 
rest of the events, viz., delivery of possession by the vendors to the 
appropriate authority and payment of the balance oficonsideration amount 
by the appropriate authority to the vendors, have all taken place, pursuant 
to the direction issued by this Court that in the absence of such a direction 
in the light of the interim order of stay passed at the instance of the writ 
petitioner it was not at all possible to obtain possession from the vendors 
and to pay the balance of consideration amount of Rs. 16 lakhs to them 
by the appropriate authority. The events that have taken place pursuant 
to the orders of the Court should not be construed so as to affect the interest 
of the writ petitioner. In support of this plea, the learned counsel has also 
placed reliance on a decision of a Division Bench of Karnataka High Court 
in Appropriate Authority us. Mass Traders (P.) Ltd. (1993) 202 ITR 741. 
The learned Junior standing counsel for Income-tax placed reliance on a 
Division Bench decision of this Court in K.K. Anandan Ammal us. Union 
of India (Writ Petition No. 10963 of 1987, dated 7.4.1994]. 

On a careful consideration of the clarification contained in C.B. Go u tarn’s 
case (supra) and also on going through the entire decision in that case, 
we are of the view that the said clarification ca^ot be made applicable 
to a case in which the order of pre-emptive purchase is challenged immediately 
after the order is passed and before the delivery of possession by the vendors 
and receiving of consideration amount from the appropriate authority. In 
addition to this, in this case, delivery of possession and receiving of the 
balance of consideration amount are subject to the result of the writ petition 
as had been ordered in the Judgment passed in Writ Appeal No. 1637 of 
1987, dated 15.10.1987. This is clear from the last portion of the order 
extracted earlier which has been italicised by us. There is also another 
principle that the orders of the Court passed pending final adjudication shall 
not be interpreted to cause prejudice to any of the parties as the same 
would always be subject to the final adjudication unless otherwise specifically 
ordered. Therefore, when the delivery of possession and payment of 
consideration amount have taken place, pursuant to the order of Court and 
subject to the result of the writ petition, such an event cannot be interpreted 
as an event which had taken place voluntarily so as to bring the case within 
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the clarification contained in C.B. Gautam*s case (supra). Therefore, we 
are of the view that in the facts and circumstances of the case, it is not 
possible to apply the clarification. In addition to this, it may also be noticed 
that in that very clarification itself. It has been stated by the Supreme Court 
that the compensation amount is paid to the owners of the property and 
accepted without protest. Here, the amount has been accepted subject to 
the result of the writ petition under the order of the Court. Therefore, lcx)ked 
at from any point of view, it is not possible to bring the case within the 
purview of the clarification contained in the judgment in C.B. Gautam's 
case (supra). 

In the case of Mass Traders (P.) Ltd. (supra), a Division Bench of the 
Karnataka High Court has taken a view that the clarification docs not cover 
the case pending on the date the judgment of the Supreme Court in C.B. 
Gautam’s case (supra) was delivered. On the facts and circumstances of 
case, as stated above, We consider that we need not go to that extent in 
this cases and hold that the clarification will not apply to cases which were 
pending on the date on which C.B. Gautam’s case (supra), was decided. 
In addition to this, it may also be pointed out that though tlie Supreme 
Court has dismissed the S.L.P. filed against the judgment in Mass Traders 
(P.) Ltd. ’s case (supra), it has nevertheless left open all other points decided 
therein. 

The decision of a Division Bench of this Court in K.K. Anandam Ammal's 
case (supra) stands on the facts stated in that case. That was a case in 
which the writ petition was^ filed not only after the delivery of possession 
by the owners of the property pursuant to the order of pre-emptive purchase, 
but also subsequent to the sale of that property in public auction and further 
sale of the same by the auction purchaser. Under those circumstances, it 
was held that the clarification contained in C.B. Gautam’s case (supra) was 
applicable and as such, the rule laid down in C.B. Gautam’s case (supra) 
was not applicable and as such, the decision of the appropriate authority 
was not liable to be interfered with. 

For the reasons stated above, the writ appeal is entitled to succeed. 

The next question for consideration is as to what direption should be issued 
in the case. As a result of allowing the writ appeal and setting aside the 
order of the learned single Judge and quashing the pre-emptive purchase 
order the matter has to be remitted to the appropriate authority. As the 
position stands, the property in question is in the possession of the appropriate 
authority and the owner has received the full consideration amount of 
Rs. 16,25,000 out of which Rs. 25,000 is paid by the intending purchaser 
as an advance. Consequently, the owner of the property will not be any 
rriore interested. It is the intending purchaser who has to pursue the remedy. 
In the event the appropriate authority holds in favour of the intending 
purchaser, there must be an assurance that he would be immediately able 
to pay the consideration amount. Secondly, in the event the appropriate 
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authority decides to make pre-emptive purchase of the property, the 
appropriate authority will not be required to pay any further amount to 
the vendors who have already received the consideration amount. It has 
also to pay a sum of Rs. 25,000 to the intending purchaser which amount 
he has paid as advance towards the agreed consideration amount of 
Rs. 16,25,000. In the event, the appropriate authority decides In favour 
of the intending purchaser and thereby permits the sale, the intending 
purchaser Is required to pay the Interest on the consideration amount of 
Rs. 16 lakhs from February 1988 till the date of the order at the rate of 
12 per cent per annum. 

Accordingly, the writ appeal is allowed. The order dated 5.1.1994 passed 
in Writ Petition No. 14089 of 1986 is set aside. The writ petition is allowed. 
The order of pre-emptive purchase dated 9.12.1986 passed by the 1st 
respondent is quashed. The matter is remitted to the appropriate authority 
with a direction to consider the permission sought for by the intending 
purchaser and the owner in accordance with law and in the light of the 
principle enunciated in C.B. Gautam’s case (supra). The appellant shall 
furnish security by way of bank guarantee to the satisfaction of the appropriate 
authority for a sum of Rs. 16 lakhs within 4 weeks from today. In the event 
the appropriate authority decides to grant permission for sale in favour of 
the Intending purchaser, the appropriate authority can encash the bank 
guarantee towards the recovery of the amount paid by it to the vendors. 
The intending purchaser shall also pay Interest on the sum of Rs. 16 lakhs 
from February 1988 till the date of order granting permission for sale at 
the rate of 12 per cent within a period of 3 weeks from the date of such 
order. In the event the appropriate authority directs pre-emptive purchase 
of the property, the bank guarantee shall stand cancelled and the appropriate 
authority shall pay Rs. 25,000 to the Intending purchaser-petitioner. There 
shall be no order as to costs. 

W.A. No. 216 of 1994: 

It is not necessary to consider this case in greater detail, because the Judgment 
delivered by us in Writ Appeal No. 215 of 1994 will cover this appeal also 
and along with that appeal, this writ appeal has been posted and both the 
appeals are heard together. Accordingly, following the said judgment, this 
writ appeal is allowed. The order dated 5.1.1994 passed by the learned 
Single Judge in Writ Petition No. 234 of 1987 is set aside. The writ petition 
is allowed in the following terms: 

(I) The order dated 9.12.1986 passed by the 1st respondent-appro- 
priate authority under section 269UD(1) is hereby quashed. 

(II) The case is remitted to the appropriate authority for fresh consid- 
eration in the light of the principles laid down in C.B. Gautam’s 
case (supra). 

(liO The intending purchaser, viz., the appellant shall furnish security 
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by of bank guarantee to the satisfaction of the appropriate 
authority for a sum of Rs. 14,25,000 within four weeks from today. 
In the event, the appropriate authority decides to grant permission 
for sale as per the agreement of sale in question, the bank guarantee 
can be encashed by the appropriate authority. In addition to that, 
the appellant shall pay interest to the appropriate authority on the 
sum of Rs. 14,25,000 from 9.2.1987 till the date of the order at 
the rate of 12 per cent per annum in 3 weeks from the date of 
the order. In the event the appropriate authority directs pre-emptive 
purchase of the property, the bank guarantee shall stand cancelled. 
However, there shall be no order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 265 (P&H) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice A.P. Chowdhrl & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice P.K. Palli) 

ITRC No. 158 of 1994 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Haryana State Cooperative Supply 8t Marketing 

Federation Ltd. 

For the Appellant R.P. Sawhney 

For the Respondent M.L. Garg 

Decided on 16.2.1994 

REFERENCE — Assessee a cooperative marketing society — Assessee 
claiming income derived from marketing of agricultural produce 
from its members to be exempt — Tribunal holding the same to 
be exempt — Reference by revenue refused — Held, in view of 
latest Supreme Court Judgment upholding the judgment of another 
court, question of law did arise — Tribunal directed to refer the 
case. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Scctten 256(2). 

FACTS 

There Is a three tier system. The lowest In the rung are the primary 
cooperative societies with farmers as their members. The next tier Is 
the district cooperative societies, of which the primary cooperative 
societies are members and the apex body Is the Haryana State Coop- 
erative Supply & Marketing Federation Ltd. The question Involved Is 
the Interpretation of section 80P(2)(a)(IU) of the Act. 

DECISION 

The contention of the revenue is that it Is open to the Department to initiate 
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proceedings for rectification in view of the later decision of the Supreme 
Court. We do not accept this contention. Once the matter has been decided 
by the High Court, it is not possible for the Department to carry out 
rectification on the solitary ground that in a later decision, the Supreme 
Court has impliedly overruled that decision. The Hon’ble Court was, therefore, 
of the view that the petition deserves to be allowed. The Tribunal was, 
accordingly, directed to refer the question set out in the beginning of this 
order u/s 256(2) of the Act to this Court according to law. 

4 Cases referred to : 

1. Assam Cooperative Apex Marketing Society Ltd. vs.Addi CIT (1977) 
Taxation LR 737 (Gau); (1977) 110 ITR 33 (Gau) 

2. Assam Cooperative Apex Marketing Society Ltd. vs. Addl. CIT (1993) 
201 ITR 338 (SC) 

3. CIT vs. Haryana State Cooperative Supply & Marketing Federation 
Ltd.; (1990) Taxation 96(3) 117; (1990) 182 ITR 53 (P&H) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

The Tribunal, Chandigarh Bench, decided ITA No. 1176/Chd/ 1987; asst, 
yr. 1981-82 in the case of ITO vs. Haryana State Co-operative Supply 
& Marketing Federation Ltd., Chandigarh, by order dt. 3rd Sept., 1992. 
The err, Patiala, petitioner herein, applied for a reference under s, 256(1) 
of the IT Act, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Act’) to the Tribunal, 
requesting it to draw up a statement of the case and to refer the same 
for the opinion of this Court. The question formulated was in the following 
terms: 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was right in law in upholding the order of the CIT(A) deleting the addition 
of Rs. 2,28,02,000 made on account of income from marketing of 
agricultural produce which was claimed to be exempt under s. 80P(2)(a)(iii) 
of the IT Act, 1961 ?” 

The application was dismissed on the ground that no referable question 
of law in the opinion of the Tribunal arose from the above order of the 
Tribunal. In the present petition under s. 256(2) of the Act, the petitioner 
seeks a direction to the Tribunal to refer the aforesaid question for decision 
of this Court, 

In response to notice of motion, Mr. M.L. Garg has appeared on behalf 
of the respondent. 

We have heard Mr. R.P. Sawhney for the petitioner and Mr. M.L. Garg 
for the respondent. 

There is a three tier system. The lowest in the rung are the primary 
cooperative societies with farmers as their members. The next tier is the 
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district cooperative societies, of which the primary cooperative societies 
are members and the apex body is the Haryana State Cooperative Supply 
& Marketing Federation Ltd. Hie question Involved is the interpretation 
of section 80P(2)(a){iH) of the Act. In CIT vs. Haryana State Co-operative 
Supply & Marketing Federation Ltd. (1990) 182 ITR 53 (P&H) a Division 
Bench of this Court held that the apex co-operative society was entitled 
to. exemption in respect of marketing of agricultural produce received, 
purchased or acquired from its members. In coming to this conclusion, the 
learned Judges distinguished the judgment of Gauhati High Court in Assam 
Co-operatiue Apex Marketing Society Ltd. vs. Addl. CIT (1977) 110 ITR 
33 (Gau.), in which it was held that the apex co-operative society was not 
entitled to the exemption under the aforesaid provision of the Act. In a 
later decision, their Lordships of the Supreme Court in Assam Co-operative 
Apex Marketing Society Ltd. us. Addl. CIT (1993) 201 ITR 338 (SC) 
affirmed the aforesaid decision of Gauhati High Court in 1977 110 ITR 
33 (Gau). 

The contention of Mr. Sawhney, therefore, is that a substantial question 
of law arises. The contention of Mr. Garg, on the other hand, is that it 
is open to the Department to initiate proceedings for rectification in view 
of the later decision of the Supreme Court. We do not accept this contention. 
Once Ihe matter has been decided by the High Court, it is not possible 
for the Department to carry out rectification on the solitary ground that 
in a later decision, the Supreme Court has impliedly overruled that decision. 
We are, therefore, of the view that the petition deserves to be allowed. 
We, accordingly, direct the Tribunal to refer the question set out in the 
beginning of this order u/s 256(2) of the Act to this Court according to 
law. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 267 (Guj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon'ble Justice Mr. M.B. Shah & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. J.M. Panchal) 
l.T. Reference Nos. 900 to 903 of 1979 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Barkate Saifiyah Society 

For the Appellant B.J. Shelat 

For the Respondent D.A. Mehta 

Decided on 3-11-1993 

EXEMPTION FROM TAX — Assessee a trust claiming exemption 
u/s 11 — Object of the trust property both charitable and religious 
activities — ITO refusing exemption holding provisions of Section 
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13(l)(b) applicable in cases of charitable and religioas trusts — 
AAC holding provisions of Section 13(l)(b) not applicable — 
Tribunal dismissing appeal of revenue — Held, Section 13(l)(b) 
applies only to trusts purely for charitable purposes — Assessee 
being charitable as well as religious trust entitled to exemption 
u/s 11. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 11 & 13(l)(b). 

FACTS 

The A.Ys. Inoolved are 1971-72 to 1974-75. The ITO arrived at the 
conclusion that the assessee was not entitled to get the benefit u/s 11 
of the Act as It was hit by the provisions of section 13(l)(b) of the Act. 
The ITO further held that since the objects of the trust UJere both 
charitable and religious, the provisions of Section 1 3(1 )(b) are applicable 
In cases of such trusts. The AAC, however, arrived at the conclusion 
that the trust was charitable and religious and If the objects of the trust 
are independent and the trustees are given powers to spend the trust 
funds towards any of the objects of the trust, the nature of the trust 
would be decided by taking Into consideration the objects of the trust. 
He, therefore, held that in the present case the trustees were empowered 
to spend the trust funds on religious activities which were Independent 
of other activities. Therefore, the provisions of Section 13(l)(b) were 
not applicable. The revenue filed appeal before the Tribunal. The 
Tribunal dismissed the appeal of the revenue. Being aggrieved, the 
assessee sought reference before the High Court. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that it may be noted that definition of phrase 
‘charitable purposes’ is inclusive and it covers wider field than the field 
covered by the words ‘religious purpose’. Further in some cases even on 
religious activity by a a particular sect would be a charitable activity; for 
some, supply of fodder to animals and cattle is a religious object while to 
others it may be charitable purpose. Hence what are purely religious purpose 
and what religious will be charitable purposes must be decided according 
to Hindu notions and Hindu law. If a reference is made to the religious 
purpose as defined in section 2(15) and to the provisions of sec. 13, it 
is clear that it carves out an exception to section 11 or 12 by providing 
that in those cases which are covered by clauses (a), (b), (c) and (d), provisions 
of section 11 or 12 shall not operate. Broadly speaking It is divided into 
three categories and exception Is carved out in case of profit of religious 
trusts, charitable trusts and charitable or religious trusts if the conditions 
in clauses (a), (b), (c) and (d) arc satisfied. Clauses (c) and (d) carve out an 
exception in the case of a trust for charitable or religious purpolse or a 
charitable or religious institution. It provides certain cases in which any 
income thereof enures, used Or applied directly or indirectly for the benefit 
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of any person referred to in sub-section (3), In clauses (c) and (d) the 
Legislature wanted to Include a trust for charitable and rdigious purposes, 
it is specifically provided using the phrase ‘trust for charitable and religious 
pul^ose. In clauses (c) & (d) the L^islature has used tfie phrase ‘a trust 
for charitable purposes or religious institutions’. It does not <ieal with a trust 
for religious purpose’. Hence, if a charitable trust is created only for the 
benefit of any particular religious community or caste then provisions of 
section 1 1 could not be applicable but in case of a trust or institution for 
religious purpose wherein certain activities could be termed as charitable 
activities for the benefit of any particular religious community or caste, clause 
(b) would not be applicable. The Tribunal was, therefore, right in holding 
that section 13(l}(b) applies only to trusts which are only for charitable 
purpose and the assessee trust was charitable as well as religious in nature 
and thus the assessee was entitled to exemption u/s 11. 

Cases referred to : 

1. R<imchanclra us. Shree MahadeoJI AIR (1970) SC 458 

2. Faziul Rabbi us. State of West Bengal AIR 1965 SC 1722 

3. Addl. CIT us. A. A. Bibijiwala Trust (1975) 100 ITR 516 (GuJ.) 

Full text of Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(M.B. Shah, J.) 

For the assessment years 1971-72 to 1974-75, the ITO arrived at the 
conclusion that the assessee Shri Bharkate Saifiyash Society, Rajkot, was 
not entitled to get benefit under section 11 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(‘the Act’) as it was hit by the provisions of section 13(l)(b) of the Act. 
For this purpose, he has referred to the objects of the trust which are as 
under : 

(i) To help the poor and the needy. 

(ii) Medical relief. 

(Hi) Provision for education. . 

(iv) To carry out the religious activities. 

He observed that the provisions of section 13(l)(b) are not applicable in 
the cases of charitable and religious trusts. However, he held that the trustees 
have not carried out any religious activities and it was not provided in the 
trust deed that a specified portion of the income or corpus would be spent 
on any of the objects. The trustees are carrying on activities of charitable 
nature only and that simply by labelling the trust to be charitable and religious, 
it does not become so. 

The AAC by his order dated 28-11-1977 set aside the said part of the 
order. He arrived at the conclusion that the trust was charitable wd religious 
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and if the objects of the trust are independent and the trustees are given 
powers to spend the trust funds towards any of the object of the trust within 
the framework of the trust deed, the nature of the trust would be decided 
by taking into consideration the objects of the trust. He further held that 
in the present case the trustees were empowered to spend the trust funds 
on religious activities which were independent of other activities. Therefore, 
the provisions of section 13(lKb) were not applicable. 

Against that order, the revenue preferred appeal before the Tribunal. The 
Tribunal arrived at the conclusion that section 11 exempts income from 
the property held by the charitable or religious trust while section 13(l)(b) 
takes away such exemption in case of trust for charitable purpose only, 
in case it is for the benefit of any particular religious communityor caste; 
the assessee is no doubt a trust created for a charitable purpose only, it 
would come within the mischief of section 13(l)(b); however, if a trust is 
for charitable purposes and also for religious purposes and if the element 
of religious purpose is comparatively smaller or even if the element of 
religious purpose is comparatively smaller or even Insignificant, it cannot 
be said that the trust is a trust for charitable purposes. The Tribunal, 
therefore, dismissed the appeal filed .by the revenue by its order dated 
4-8-1979. 

Feeling aggrieved by the said order, the revenue filed reference application 
and the Tribunal referred the following questions for our opinion under 
section 256(1) of the Act: 

"1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate T ribunal was justified in law in holding that the provisions 
of section 13(l)(b) applied only to trusts which were purely for 
charitable purposes and since the assessee-trust was found to be 
charitable as well as religious in nature the assessee was entitled 
to exemption under section 11 of the Income-tax Act, 1961?" 

2. Whether, the assessee-trust which was mainly for charitable purposes 
and as it was created for the benefit of a particular religious 
community, it was not entitled to exemption under section 1 1 by 
virtue of section 13(l){b) of the Income-tax Act, 1961?” 

For determining the controversy, first we would refer to the relevant part 
of the provision of section 11 which reads as under : 

“Income from property held for charitable or religious purposes — (1) 
Subject to the provisions of sections 60 to 63, the following income 
shall not be included in the total Income of the previous year of the 
person in receipt of the income — 

(a) Income derived from property held under trust wholly for charitable 
or religious purposes, to the extent to which such income is applied 
to such purposes in India; and, where any such income Is accumulated 
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or set apart for a,pplicatlon to such purposes in India, to the extent 
to which the income so accumulated or set apart is not in excess of 
twenty-five per cent of the income from such property; 

(b) Income derived from property held under trust in part only for such 
purposes, the trust having been created before the commencement of 
this Act, to the extent to which such Income is applied to such purposes 
in India, and, where any such income is finally set apart for application 
to such purposes in India, to the extent to which the income so set 
apart is not in excess of twenty-five per cent of Income from such 
property.” 

The phrase ‘religious purpose’ includes relief of the poor , education, medical 
relief, and the advancement. 

However, the phrase Charitable purposes' is defined under section 2(15) 
of the Act which reads as under : 

“(15) ‘charitable purpose’ includes relief of the poor, education, medical 
relief, and the advancement of any other object of general public utility 
not involving the carrying on of any activity for profit,” 

it is to be noted that definition of the phrase 'charitable purposes' is inclusive 
and it covers wider field than the field covered by the words ‘religious 
purpose’. Further, in some cases, even a religious activity by a particular 
sect would be a charitable activity; for some, supply of fodder to animals 
and cattle is a religious object, while to others it may be a charitable purpose, 
according to Hindu religious activity. Similarly, Khairat under the Mohmedan 
Law would be considered to be a religious activity. The said activities may 
be for a charitable purpose to some. Hence, in many cases, both the purposes 
may be overlapping. The purposes may have both the elements, charity 
as well as religious. 

While dealing with what is ‘religious’ or ‘charitable purpose’ it is observed 
by the Supreme Court in the case of Ramchandra vs. Shree Mahadeoji 
AIR 1970 SC 458, that there is no line of demarcation in Hindu system 
betwen religion and charity. Indeed, charity is regarded as part of religion. 
While discussing this aspect, the Supreme Court has further observed as 
under: 

“Hindu piety found expression in gifts to Ideals to religious institutions 
and for all purposes considered meritorious in the Hindu social and 
religious system. Therefore, although courts in India have for a long 
adopted the technical meaning of charitable trusts and charitable purposes 
which the Courts in England have placed upon the form, ‘charity in the 
Statute of Elizabeth, and, therefore, all purposes which according to 
English law are charitable will be charitable under Hindu law, the Hindu 
concept of charity is so comprehensive that there are other purposes 
in e»ddition which are recognised as charitable purposes. Hence what 
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are purely religious purposes and what religious purposes will be charitable 
purposes must be decided according to Hindu notions and Hindu law. 
17. As observed by Mukerjee in Hindu Law and Religious and Charitable 
Trust, 2nd Edn. , p. 1 1 , there is no line of demarcation the Hindu system 
between religion and charity. Indeed, charity is regarded as part of 
religion, for gifts both for religious and charitable purposes are impelled 
by the desire to acquire religious inerit. According to Pandit Prannath 
Saraswatl, these fell under two heads, Ista and Purta. The former meant 
sacrifices, and sacrificial gifts and the latter meant charities. Among 
the Istha acts are Vedic sacrifices, gift to the priests at the time of such 
sacrifices and hospitability. Among the Purta acts are construction and 
maintenance of temples, tanks, wells, planting of groves, gifts of food, 
dharamshalas, places for drinking water, relief of the sick, and promotion 
of education and learning, (cf. Pandit Prannath Saraswati’s Hindu Law 
of Endowments, 1897, pp. 26-27). Istha and Purta are in fact regarded 
as the common duties of the twice bom class”, (cf. Pandit Saraswatl, 
p. 27). 

In view of the aforesaid discussion, it can be said that a trust can be either 
for religious purposes or for charitable purposes or it can be for both, 
charitable and religious purposes. 

Identical definition of phrase 'charitable purpose’ was considered by the 
Supreme Court in the case of Fazful Rabbi u$. State of West Bengal AIR 
1965 SC 1722, in the context of the West Bengal Estates Acquisition 
Act, 1953. Under section 2 (c) of the Act, ‘charitable purpose’, was defined 
to mean as including the relief of poor, medical relief or the advancement 
of education or of any other object of general public utility. The definition 
of ‘religious purpose’ under section 2{n) is as under : 

“2(n) ‘religious purpose’ means a purpose connected with religious 
worship, teaching or service or any performance of religious rites” (p. 
1724) Under section 6 of the said Act, the exemption is given to 
corporations and institutions established exclusively for a religious or 
a charitable purpose or both. The Court observed that the word ‘exclusively’ 
limits the exemption to trusts, endowments or other legal obligations 
which come solely within charitable or religious purposes. With regard 
to definition of ‘charitable purposes’, the Court observed that it follows, 
though not quite, the well-know definition of charity given by Lord 
Macnaghton in Commissioners for Special Purposes of Income-tax 
us. Pemsel 1891 AC 531 and held as under ; 

“No doubt the popular meaning of the words ‘charity’ and ‘charitable’ 
does not coincide with their legal meaning; and no doubt it is easy enough 
to collect from the books a few decisions which seem to push the doctrine 
of the Court to the extreme and to present a contrast between the two 
meanings In an aspect almost ludicrous. But still it is difficult to fbc the 
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point of divergence, and no one as yet has succeeded in defining the 
popular meaning of the word ‘charity*. The learned counsel for the 
Crown did not attempt the task. Even the paraphrase of the Mastfr 
of the Rolls is not quite satisfactory", (p. 583) ' 

It is further held as under : 

“I think they would be surprised to learn that the substantial cause of 
their missionary zal was an intention to assist the poverty of heathen 
tribes. How far then, it may be asked, does the poplar meaning of the 
word 'charity* correspond with its legal meaning? Charity in Its legal 
sense comprises four principal divisions; trusts for the relief of poverty; 
trusts for the advancement of education; trusts for the advancement 
of religion; and trusts for other purposes beneficial to the community, 
not falling under any of the preceding heads.” 

Thereafter, the Court held that for satisfying the test for charitable purpose, 
there must always be some element of public benefit. 

Hence words ‘trust for charitable purpose’ would Include even trust for 
advancement of religion. At this stage, we would note that the definition 
of charitable purpose under the Income-tcuc Act goes much further than 
the definition of charity to be derived from the English cases because it 
specifically includes medical relief and embraces all objects of general public 
utility subject only to the condition Imposed by the restrictive words not 
involving carrying on of any activity for profit. While dealing with section 
11, a Division Bench of this Court in the case of Addi CIT us. AA. Bibijtwala 
Trust (1975) 100 ITR 516, has observed as under : 

“...Similarly, in the case before us also, the property is settled upon 
wakf, that is, for purposes which are considered to be religious, pious 
or charitable according to the notions of members of the Dawoodi Bohra 
community and further the income in the corpus of these properties 
settled upon trust must be used for Dawat purposes, that is for the benefit 
of the Dawoodi Bohra community. Though the words of clauses 6, 7 
and 8 are very wide in terms, in fact that apparently wide discretion 
of the Mullajl Saheb is bound down by the two factors, namely, that 
this is a wakf, a dedication by a Musalman, are pious, religious or 
charitable, and, secondly, it must be used for Dawat purposes, that is, 
for purposes which go to benefit the Dawoodi Bohra community. With 
these two limitations operating on him, even the apparently wide 
discretion conferred upon the Mullaji Saheb as Dai-ul-Mutlak for the 
time being confined within the four corners of these two overriding 
factors and in view of these two overriding factors it must be held that 
the properties in question settled by the two deeds of January 12, 1937, 
were settled upon trust for charitable or religious objects and were, 
therefore, entitled to exemption under section ll(l)(a) of the Act of 
1961. We must make it clear that the real controversy between the 
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parties Is regarding exemption under section 1 l(l)(a) of the Act of 1961 
and not whether the tnists are udtoUy religious or wholly charitable. 
Even if the trusts are partly religious and partly charitable, so long as 
no part of the Income or corpus can be utilised for a purpose which 
is not either charitable or religious, there Is no doubt that the exen^tion 
under sec^tlon 11 (l)(a) will be available to the assessee. In the infant 
case, we find that, in spite of the apparently wide language of the clauses 
of the deed of trust, in fact reading the trust deed as a whole, it transpires, 
particularly in the light of the decision of the Bombay High Coui L in 
apparently wide discretion has to be exercised within the four comers 
of the wakf and for Dawat purposes. What are dawat purposes, have 
been described by Martan J., at page 1102, in Advocate-General of 
Bombay vs. YusufalH and, in our opinion, it is only within the four 
comers of Dawat purposes as recognised by the Dawoodi Bohra community 
that the Mullaji Saheb can use the corpus of the Income of this fund” 
(p. 523). 

From the aforesaid decision it can be held that if the trusts are partly religious 
and partly charitable, so long as no part of the income or corpus can be 
utilised for a purpose which is not either charitable or religious, exemption 
under section ll(l)(a) will be applicable to the assessee. 

Keeping in mind the aforesaid discussion, how we will refer to relevant 
portion of section 13 which carves out an exception to the aforesaid 
provisions. It reads as under ; 

"Section 11 not to apply in certain cases — 

(1) Nothing contained in section 11 or section 12 shall operate so as 
to exclude from the total income of the previous year of the person 
in the receipt thereof — (a) any part of the income from the property 
held under a trust for private religious purposes which does not enure 
for the benefit of the public ; 

(b) in the case of trust for charitable purpose or a charitable institution 
created or established after the commencement of this Act, any income 
thereof if the trust or institution Is created or established for the benefit 
of any particular religious community or caste; 

(c) in the case of a trust for charitable or religious purposes or a charitable 
or religious institution, any income thereof — 

(t) if such trust or institution has been created or established after the 
commencement of this Act and under the terms of the trust or the rules 
governing the institution, any part of such Income enures, or 

(ii) if any part of such income or any property of the trust or the institution 
(whenever created or estattohed) Is during the previous year used or 
applied, directly or indirectly for the benefit of any person referred to 
in sub-section (3): 
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(d) in the case of a trust for charltaUe or religious purposes or a charitable 
or religious institution, any period during the previous year — 

(i) any funds of the trust or institution are invested or deposited after 
the 28th day of February, 1983 otherwise than in any one or more 
of the forms or modes specified in sub-section <5) of section 11; or 

(li) any funds of the trust or institution invested or deposited before the 
1st day of March, 1983 otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section <5) of section 1 1 continue to remain 
so invested or deposited after the 30th day of November, 1983; or 

(iii) any shares in a company (not being a Government company as 
defined in section 617 of the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 1956) or 
a corporation established by or under a Central, State or Provincial 
Act) are held by the trust or institution after the 30th day of November 
1983.” 

By reading the aforesaid section, it is clear that it carves out an exception 
to section 11 or 12 by providing that in those cases which are covered 
by clauses (a), (b), (c) and (d), provisions of section 1 1 or 12 shall not operate. 
Broadly speaking, it is divided into three categories and exception is carved 
out in case of private religious trust, charitable trust and charitable or religious 
trust if the conditions mentioned in clauses (a), (b), (c) and (d) are satisfied. 
Firstly, any part of the Income from the property held under a trust for 
private religious purposes which does not enure for the benefit of the public 
is not to be excluded as provided under section 11. That means, benefit 
of section 11 would not be given to a trust which is a private religious 
trust which does not enure for the benefit of the public (as per 5ub-clause(5)). 
Secondly, any income of a trust for charitable institution is created or 
established after the commencement of Income-tax Act. In each case the 
authority is required to find out whether the trust for charitable purposes 
is established for the benefit of a particular religious community or caste. 
If it is so established, then the provisions of section 11 would not be 
applicable. Thirdly, clauses (c) and (d) carve out an exception In case of 
a trust for charitable or religious purposes or a charitable or religious 
institution. It provides certain cases in which any income thereof enures, 
used or applied, directly or indirectly, for the benefit of any person referred 
to in sub-section (3). In clauses (c) and (d) the Legislature wanted to include 
a trust for charitable and religious purposes, it is specifically provided by 
using the phrase ‘trust for charitable or religious purposes’. In clauses (c) 
and (d), the Legislature has used the phrase trust for charitable purposes 
or charitable institution. It does not deal with a trust for religious purposes. 
It only deals with a trust for charitable purposes or charitable purposes or 
charitable institutions which are established for giving relief to the poor 
or medical relief or for education of any particular religious community or 
caste. Clauses (c) and (d) would be applicable to a trust which is either for 



276 


TAXATION -REPORTS 


(VoL 126 


charitable purposes or religious purposes or partly charitable purposes ar^d 
partly religious. Hence it can be stated that if a charitable trust is established 
only for the benefit of any particular religious community or caste, then 
provisions of section 11 would not be applicable. But in the case of a trust 
or an institution for religious purposes wherein certain activities can be 
termed as charitable activities for the benefit of any particular religious 
community or caste, clause (b) would not be applicable. 

Mr. Shelat, the learned counsel for the revenue, vehemently submitted that 
by giving this Interpretation to clause (b) of section 13(1), the said clause 
(b) can be made nugatory by only using the words in trust deed that the 
trust was established for religious and charitable purpose. He, therefore, 
submitted that the authority is required to determine the predeminant 
purpose of the trust and if predominant purpose is charitable purpose and 
it is difficult to accept the said contention mainly because it is nowhere 
provided In the section that in each case the authority shall find out 
predominant purpose of the trust. Further, as stated earlier, in three different 
clauses, namely, (a), (b) and (c) of sub-section (1) of section 13, the Legislature 
has used different phrases. Clause (a), as stated earlier, deals with a trust 
for private religious purposes or a charitable or religious institution. From 
this different phraseology used by the Legislature in clauses (a), (b) and (c), 
it can be inferred that the Legislature intended to cover only trust for 
charitable purposes under clause (b). That means, if a trust is composite, 
that is, for religious and charitable purposes, then it would not be covered 
It is also apparent that if the trust is only for religious purposes, clause 
(b) would not be applicable. 

In view of the aforesaid discussion, in our view, the Tribunal has rightly 
held that section 13(l)(b) applies only to trusts which were purely for 
charitable purposes and the assessee-trust was charitable as well as religious 
in nature and the assessee was entitled to exemption under section 11. 
Hence, question No. 1 is answered in the affirmative in favour of the assessee 
and against the revenue. 

With regard to question No. 2 once it is held that section 13(l)(b) would 
be applicable in a case where the trust is exclusively for charitable institution 
are not required to be decided for arriving at a conclusion, whether section 
13(l)(b) is applicable or not. Hence question No. 2 is answered in favour 
of the assessee and against the revenue. 

In the result, the reference stands disposed of accordingly with no order 
as to costs. 



19951 


err vs. Glri^ Kumar Kothari (Pat.) 277 

(1995) 126 Taxation 277 (Pat.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PATNA 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice Gopi Chand Bharuka & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Aftab Alam) 

Taxation Case No. 40 of 1975 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Girish Kumar Kothari 

For the Appellant K.K. Vidyarathi 

For the Respondent Rameshwar Prasad 

Decided on 21-7-1993 

PENALTY FOR CONCEALMENT — Assessee filing original return 
for A.Y. 1953-54 — Assessment completed — Assessment reopened 
u/s 148 — Assessee returning same income — ITO making certain 
additions — Penalty for concealment levied — Penalty imposed 
considering the law as applicable on the date of filing of revised 
return — Held, penalty to be imposed u/s 28(l)(c) of 1922 Act 
and not u/s 271(l)(c) Explanation — Tribunal justified in can-' 
celling the penalty — No evidence on record to establish beyond 
doubt that the amount added represented assessee’s income for 
A.Y. 1953-54. 

Income-tax Act, 1922 — Section 28(l)(c) 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 271(l)(c). 

FACTS 

The proceedings relate to the A.Y. 1953-54. The assessee had filed Its 
original return disclosing the total income at Rs. 24,353/-. Later on 
pursuant to search and seizure made In the premises of the assessee 
on 16-12-1966, reassessment proceedings were Initiated and a notice 
u/s 148 of the IT Act, 1961 was Issued on 4-1-1969. The assessee filed 
its return showing the same Income as returned earlier. In the assessment 
proceedings, an addition of Rs. 23,907/- ujqs sustained upto Tribunal 
as Income from undisclosed sources based on unexplained cash credits. 
Because of those additions, penalty proceedings u/s 271(l)(c) were 
initiated and Rs. 23,907/- was Imposed as penalty for concealment of 
Income by the lAC. On appeal, the Tribunal set aside the said order 
of penaltj^. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble court observed that the moot question was whether In the 
present case the penal provisions as contained under the old Act will apply 
or those constrained under the new Act will apply. The ultimate question 
as posed above, has been answered to a good extent by the Supreme Court 



278 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


{VoL i26 


in the ease of CIT vs, Onkar Saran & Sons wherein their Lordships have 
affirmed the view taken by the majority of the High Courts holding that 
even in a case where a return filed In response to a notice u/s 148 Involved 
an element of concealment, the law applicable for Imposition of penalty 
will be the law as in force at the time of filing of the original return for 
the A.Y. in question and not the law as stands on the date on which returns 
in response to notice u/s 148 are filed. The Hon'ble court held that for 
these reasons, the Tribunal was justified In law In deleting the penalty in 
question. The question was thus etnswered In favour of the assessee. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT 06 , Onkar Saran & Sons (1992) 195 ITR 1 (SC) 

2. Ballabhdas Mathuradas Lakhananf & Ors. vs. Municipal Committee 
AIR 1970 SC 1002 

3. CIT vs. Parmanand AdvanI (1979) 119 ITR 464 (Pat.) 

4. CIT vs. Anwar All (1970) 76 ITR 696 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

{G.C. Bharuka, J.) 

In the present reference application we have been called upon to answer 
the following question : 

“Whether, In the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was justified In law In deleting the penalty of Rs. 23,907 imposed under 
s. 271(l)(c) of the IT Act, 1961 ?" 

The proceedings relate to the asst. yr. 1953-54. The assessee had filed 
its original return disclosing the total income at Rs. 24,353. Later on 
pursuant to search and seizure made in the premises of the assessee on 
16th Dec., 1966, reassessment proceedings were initiated and a notice 
under s. 148 of the IT Act, 1961 (hereinafter the new Act only) was issued 
on 4th Jan., 1969. The assessee filed its return showing the same Income 
as returned earlier. In the assessment proceedings, an addition of Rs. 23,907 
was sustained upto Tribunal as Income from undisclosed sources based on 
unexplained cash credits. Because of those additions, penalty procedings 
under s. 271(l)(c) were initiated and Rs. 23,907 was Imposed as penalty 
for concealment of income by the lAC. On appeal, the Tribunal set aside 
the said order of penalty by taking the view that merely because the assessce's 
explanation was rejected or because sufficient evidence had not been 
produced to prove the claim of the assessee that the amount in question 
did not represent the income of this year, it could not be said that the 
Department had discharged 4ts onus of proving that the amount in question 
represented the assessee' s concealed Income. The Tribunal also held that 
no cogent material has been brought on the record by the Department to 
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establish beyond doubt that the bqrioyfif jn question did represent the 
assessec’s income which was assess^e in the asst. yr. 1953-54. 

Sri K.K. Vldhyarathl, learned counsel f6> the Department, has submitted 
that since the impugned penalty proceedltv* has been Initiated in 1969, 
therefore, keeping In view the Expln. to s. i7,l{l)(c) r/w s. 297(2)(g) of 
the new Act, the onus was on the assessee to v^but the presumption of 
concealment in relation to the additions. In suppoK^of his submission, he 
has placed reliance on the Supreme Court decision It. the case of CIT vs. 
Mussadllal Ram Bbarose (1987) 165 ITR 14 (SC). By reference to the 
case of CJT us. Parmanand AduanI (1979) 119 UR 464 (Patj^ It was further 
submitted that the Expln. to s. 271(l)(c) is merely proceduril, therefore, 
even if the substantive part is not held to be applicable, av least the 
Explanation will apply since the procedural provisions, unless tiv)icated, 
are necessarily retrospective in their application. 

Mr. Rameshwar Prasad No. II, learned counsel appearing for the assessee, 
strenuously submitted that in view of the recent Judgment of the Supreme 
Court in the case of CIT us. Onkar Saran & Sons (1992) 195 ITR 1 (SC), 
the question has to be necessarily answered against the Department because 
now the apex Court conclusively has resolved the controversy by holding 
that even in a case where a return filed in response to a notice under s. 
148 of the Act involved an element of concealment, the law applicable 
would be the law as it stood at the time when the original return was filed 
for the assessment year in question and not the law as it stood on the date 
on which the return was filed in response to the notice under ». 148. In 
substance, his submission is that in view of the pronouncement of the 
Supreme Court, the case of the assessee has to be governed by the provisvons 
contained in s. 28(l)(c) of the IT Act, 1922 (hereinafter in short the ‘oW 
Act' only) and not by these contained under s. 271(l){c) of the new Act. 

The provisions contained in s. 28(l)(c) of the old Act and ss. 271(l)(c) and 
297(2)(g) of the new Act to the extent those are relevant for the present 
case may be quoted hereunder ; 

"Sec. 28(l)(c)(old Act) : Penalty for concealment of Income or Improper 
distribution of profits — (1) If the ITO, the AAC or the Tribunal, in 
the course of any proceedings under this Act, is satisfied that any person- 

fa) 

(b) 

(e) has concealed the particulars of his income or deliberately furnished 
naccurate particulars of such Income, 

he •r it may direct that such person shall pay by way of penalty.,.. 


and in th^ cases referred to in els. (b) and (c) in addition to any tax 
fiayable by i»im, a sum not exceeding one and a half time the amount 
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of the Income-tax and super-tax, if any, which would have been avoided 
if the Income as returned by sujch person had been accepted as the 
correct income : 


“Sec. 271. Failure to /'jrnish returns, comply with notices, conceal- 
ment of Income, etc,. — (i) If the ITO or the AAC in the course of 
any proceedings U'adcr this Act is satisfied that any person — 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) has concealed the particulars of his income or furnished inaccurate 
particulars of such income, he may direct that such person shall pay 
by way of penalty — 


(ill) In the cases referred to in cl. (c), in addition to any tax payable 
by him, a sum which shall not be less than but which shall not exceed 
twice, the amount of the income in respect of which the particulars 
have been concealed or inaccurate particulars have been furnished. 

Explanation — Where the total income returned by any person is less 
than eighty per cent of the total income (hereinafter in this Explanation 
referred to as the correct Income) as assessed under s. 143 or s. 144 
or s. 147 xeduced by the expenditure incurred bona fide by him for 
the pu'.pose of making or earning any Income included in the total 
Incr^nie but which has been disallowed as a deduction), such person 
-‘'.’liall unless he proves that the failure to return the correct Income did 
not arise from any fraud or any gross or wilful neglect on his part, be 
deemed to have concealed the particulars of his income or furnished 
inaccurate particulars of such income for the purposes of cl. (c) of this 
sub-section.” 

“Sec. 297. Repeals and savings. — (1) The Indian IT Act, 1922 (11 
of 1922) is hereby repealed. 

(2) Notwithstanding the repeal of the Indian IT Act, 1922 (11 of 1922) 
(hereinafter referred to as the repealed Act): 


(g) any proceeding for the imposition of a penalty In respect of aj»y 
assessment for the year ending on the 31st March, 1962 or any earlier 
year, which is completed on or after the 1st April 1962 may be iviitiated 
and any such penalty may be imposed under this Act." 

Now proceeding to examine the submissions made at the bar, in view of 
the Supreme Court judgment in the case of C/7 us. Anwar AH (1970) 76 
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ITR 696 (SC), it ihas to be taken as the settled law that if in the facts of 
the present case s. 28(l)(c) of the old Act is taken to be applicable then 
the view taken by the Tribunal has to be held as correct. But if it is not 
so, then CIT vs. Mussadilal Ram Bharose (supra) will govern the answer 
to the question. Therefore, the moot question Is, whether in the present 
case the penal prclivlsions as contained under the old Act will apply or those 
contained under; the new Act will apply. Mr. Rameshwar Prasad No. II 
is partially right iin submitting that the ultimate question as posed above, 
has been answei'ed to a good extent by the Supreme Court in the case 
of CIT us. Onkar Saran & Sons (supra) wherein their Lordships have 
affirmed the -viciw taken by the majority of the High Courts holding that 
even in a case where a return filed in response to a notice under s. 148 
involved an ele ment of concealment, the law applicable for impxjsitlon of 
penalty will be tihe law as in force at the time of filing of the original return 
for the assessment year in question and not the law as stands on the date 
on which returni' in response to notice under s. 148 are filed. No doubt, 
in this case the S upreme Court was dealing only in relation to the measure 
of penalty but the’ law declared has to be taken as applicable to the penal 
provision taken a;s a whole. Apart from all other reasons, in my opinion, 
keeping in view th «2 settled principles of Interpretation of statutes, no second 
view is possible. N either anything convincing could be submitted at the Bar 
nor I cotjld find fer myself to take the view that in case like the present 
one, though the measure of penalty has to be governed by the provision 
of the old Act but the law relating to onus should be culled out from the 
new Act. In my opinion the Explanation added to s. 271(l)(c) of the new 
Act is an integral pc>rt of this section and the provisions contained under 
the said section can either be made applicable as a whole to a given set 
of facts or not at all. 

So far as the decision of this Court In the case of CIT vs. Parmanand 
Ad van I (supra) is concerned, it cannot be said to have been a bearing on 
the question involved in this case because in that case the penalty proceed- 
ings related to asst. yr. 1963-64 and the original return as well as that 
pursuant to notice under s. 148 were both filed under the provisions of 
the new Act. Therefore, for the concealment of income the provisions of 
s. 271{l)(c)t were clearly attracted. The controversy was as to whether the 
Explanation of the said section which was added w.e.f. 1st April, 1964 
was at all applicable since the original return was filed prior to 1st April, 
1964 though the second return pursuant to reassessment proceeding had 
been filec’i subsequent to the said date. Therefore, in the said case, admittedly 
s 271(1 )(c) of the new Act was applicable. Apart from this distinguishing 
feature which is quite material in nature, in view of broad language used 
by the Supreme Court in the case of CIT vs. Onkar Saran (supra) the 
judgment of this Court in the aforesaid case cannot be said to hold the 
field in the facts like the present one. 
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So far as the submission of Mr. Vidhyarathi based on 297(2){g) of the 
new Act is concerned, in my opinion even if it be acirepted that it has 
relevance to the point at issue and has not been taken ilote of by the apex 
Court, still it is not permissible for this Court to traversebeyond the dictum 
as laid down in CJT us. Onkar Saran (supra) in view )f Art. 141 of the 
Constitution of India because what binds is the law delated and not the 
reasons therefor. In Ballabhdas MathuradasLakhanani&ors. vs. Municipal 
Committee AIR 1970 SC 1002 (Para 4) it has been feld that the High 
Courts cannot ignore the decision of the Supreme Court ecause they think 
that “relevant provisions were not brought to the notice ofhe Court”. Apart 
from this, s. 297(2){g) has its relevance in relation to the proisions contained 
in s. 274 which is essentially procedural in nature. 

For the reasons noticed above, in my opinion, the Tribual was justified 
in law in deleting the penalty in question. The question iithus answered 
in favour of the assessee. There will be no order as to costs. 

Aftab Alam, J. - 1 agree. 

(1995) 126 Taxation 282 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Singhal) 

OBIT Reference No. 99 of 1983 

M/$ Dhandia Jewellers 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income^ax 

For the Appellant T.C. Jain 

For the Respondent G.S. Bafna 

Decided on 10-1-1995 

REJECTION OF ACCOUNTS — Tribunal holding enough material 
on record to enhance sales and application of G.P. rate at 21% 

— Tribunal also sustaining addition from undisclosed sources on 
ground of sales grouped as adhat sales — Held, in regard to 
estimate of sales and application of rate only question of fact 

— No reference — As regards the estimate of income on account 
of sale on adhat basis, already covered by the addition to the 
estimated sale and gross profit. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 145(1). 

FACTS & DECISION 

Initially the assessment was completed on total sales of Rs. 8,66,179/-. 
Thd gross profit of Rs. 1,37, 1235/- accepted which worked out to a G.P 
rate of 16.35%. The CfT set aside the assessment u/s 263. Admittedly, 

i 

i 

1 
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the dosing stock was not verifiable and the provisions of section 145(1) 
were applicable. The ITO, therefore, completed the assessment by estimat- 
ing the sales and by applying a G.P. rate of 25%. The assessee took up 
the matter before the Tribunal. The Tribunal held that on the basis of facts 
it was clear that the exports sales during the year wa^ three times the local 
sales and as such it was obvious that the assessee earned more profit on 
exports sales than on local sales. In view of these facts the estimate of 
sales was justified and the G.P. rate was also confirmed. Another addition 
of Rs. 20,314/- was sustained on the ground that the assessee had shown 
sales on adhat basis which were not genuine. Being aggrieved, the assessee 
sought reference to the High Court. The Hon'ble Court held that as far 
as the estimate on sales and application of G.P. rate was concerned, there 
was enough material on record to Justify the same. As regards the second 
addition, there was no justification for the addition of Rs. 23,714/- on 
account of ale on adhat basis from undisclosed sources as the addition 
has already been made by enhancing the gross sale and gross profit. The 
reference was partly allowed in favour of the revenue and partly in favour 
of the assessee. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT us. Tyaryamal Balchand, (1987) Taxation 87 (3) 424 (Raj.); 165 
ITR 453 

2. CIT vs. Jawanmal Gemajl Gandhi (1985) 151 ITR 353 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Y.R. Meena, J.) 

Earlier, in the application under sec. 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 
the assessee required Income-tax Appellate Tribunal to draw the statement 
of case for the assessment year 1971-72 and to refer the questions of law 
to this court. On the request of the assessee the Tribunal was directed to 
refer the following questions of law to this court - 

1, “Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, there 
was material on record to justify the enhancing of the estimated 
sales of the assessee to Rs.9, 10,000/- and in applying gross profit 
rate of 21% ? 

2. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Income-tax Appellate T ribunal was justified in sustaining the addition 
of Rs. 20,714/- as the income of the assessee from undisclosed 
sources or the said amount should have been added to the trading 
account of the assessee or telescoped with the trading of the 
assessee or telescoped with the trading account of the assessee 
keeping in view the facts that intangible additions have been made. " 
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In the assessment return for the assessment year 1971-72 the assessee 
has disclosed total sales of Rs. 8,66,179/- and has shown gross profit of 
Rs. 1,37,235/-. The gross-profit rate shown by the assessee was 16.35% 
which was accepted by the ITO, but thereafter the order of the ITO was 
cancelled by the Commissioner under section 263 of the Income-tax Act 
and the Commissioner directed him to make a fresh assessment after taking 
into consideration the provisions of sec. 273(c) of the Income-tax Act and 
the Commissioner directed him to make a fresh assessment after taking 
into consideration the provisions of See. 273(c) of the Income-tax Act. In 
the fresh assessment the ITO found that the assessee firm’s opening and 
closing are not verifiable as inventories of opening and closing stocks 

have not been filed on the ground that they have not been prepared. Even 
the complete list of purchases of cut-stones party-wise has not been supplied 
on the ground that it is not possible to give the names of the parties from 
whom finished goods have been locally purchased as their number is very 
large. When the closing stock was not verifiable he attracted the provisions 
of Sec. 145(1) of the Income-tax Act and issued notice to the assessee to 
show as to why gross profit rate should not be taken as 25% which was 
applied in this case at the time of original assessment. The assessee has 
filed the details of exports and local sales on the basis of which he tried 
to justify the Gross Profit rate at 16.5%. The relevant details are as under- 


Cut Stones 

Assessment Year 

Assessment Year 



1970-71 

1971-72 

(i) 

Exports 

2,04,942 

7.33,599 

(ii) 

Local sales 

30,111 

25,104 

(iii) 

Branch transfer 

30,299 

— 

(iv) 

Rough stones 

sales 

7,38,918 

1,04,252 



10,04,270 

8,62,956 


Gross Profit 

16,15,802 

1,37,285 

• 

GP Rate 

16.5% 

16.0% 


From these figures the ITO found that this year the export sales have gone 
three times than the previous year. It is also found that in the preceding 
year of 1970-71 though the profit was estimated at 25%, but that was 
reduced to 20%. Before the ITO it was also argued that because there was 
competition in the export in the year under consideration, the profit margin 
was very low on export sales. It was also argued that out of export-sale 
of the total export-sale of Rs. 7,33,599/-, sale of Rs. 6,10,207/- was made 
on sale basis and not on consignment basis and on the sale basis the profit 
Is also comparatively low, and fhe money is not immediately realised on 
consignment sale. Even no separate accounts for local and export sales 
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have been maintained. It was also found In the assessment year 1969*70 
that the assessee himself has shown gross profit rate at 19.3%, and finally 
it was accepted at 20% and for 1970-7 1 the rate of 1 8.5% has been accepted 
finally. 

Learned counsel for the assessee, Mr. Jain has submitted that even though 
there is no dispute that the proviso to Section 145 is not attracted, but 
even then no arbitrary G.P. rate can be applied by the assessing authority 
and when there is no material to estimate the G.P. rate at 25%, no addition 
can be made. It is true that no arbitrary rate of G.P. can be applied, but 
in such circumstances what can be the rate, that has to be seen from the 
material on record. The facts are not in dispute that in 1960-70 the G.P. 
rate was applied at 19.3% which was finally accepted at 20% and in 
1970-71 it was 18%. This year the GP rate has been estimated at 25% 
and the facts are also not in dispute that this year the export sales are 
three times and that has gone from Rs. 2,04,942/- in the year 1970-71 
to Rs. 7,33,599/- In the assessment year under consideration, 

it is obvious that he earned more profits on export sales than the local 
sales. In view of these facts available on record, the estimate of G.P. rate 
at 25% in the year under consideration cannot be said to be perverse. 
No Interference is called for in G.P. rate. The Tribunal has reduced the 
sale to Rs. 9,10,000. In the facts and circumstances of the case no 
interference is called for regarding the sale estimated by the Tribunal. 

The second question referred by the Tribunal regarding the addition of 
Rs. 20,7 14/- on account of bogus sales shown on Arhat basis to 13 parties. 
The assessee has shown the sale of goods on Arhat basis to 13 parties 
amounting to Rs. 29,168/-. He was asked to prove the genuineness of 
the sale. He produced 4 parties. Thus, the amount was reduced from 
Rs. 23,581/- to Rs. 20,714/-. Learned counsel for the assessee submits 
that even assuming that the sale to 11 parties are not genuine and it is 
taken to be the sale shown from undisclosed sources, but on that basis no 
further addition can be made while the addition has already been made 
to the tune of Rs. 53,865/- on the basis of enhancement in sale proceeds 
and enhancement of GP rate. He placed reliance on the decision in the 
case of CIT us. T]fari>amal Balchand 165 ITR 453 wherein at page 458 
after referring the case of CIT vs. Jau/anmal GemajI Gandhi (1985) 151 
ITR 353, the court observed as under - 

“It was held that secret profits or undisclosed income of an assessee 
earned in an earlier assessment year can constitute a fund, though 
concealed, from which the assessee may draw subsequently. In the 
instant case, the assessee acquired the gold during the latter half of 
the assessment year and it could be that the undisclosed income earned 
in that very year constituted a fund from which the asset was acquired". 

Considering the view taken by this court in the case of T^rvamal Balchand 
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(supra) we find no Justification for the addition of Rs. 20,714/- on account 
of sale on Arhat basis from undisclosed sources as the addition has already 
been made by enhancing the gross sale and gross profit. 

Consequently, we answer the question No. 1 in favour of the department 
and against the assessec while we answer question No. 2 In favour of the 
assessee and against the department. No order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 286 (SC) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.P. Jeevan Reddy, 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suhas C. Sen 
& Hon’ble Mr. Justice K.S. Paripoornan) 

Civil Appeal No. 3360 of 1984 
Smt. Nita Taneja 
vs. 

Assistant Controller of Estate Duty & Anr. 

Decided on : 7-9-1994 

RECTIFICATION — Estate Duty assessment completed adding only 
1/2 share of the husband In the taxable estate — Assistant 
Controller holding other 1/2 belonging to the wife — Subsequently 
order rectified holding entire estate to be added in the taxable 
estate of the deceased — Order challenged — Held, order not 
rectifiable being a debatable point. 

Estate Duty Act, 1953 — Section 61. 

FACTS 

One B.P. Taneja died on 29-3-1970. His wife, the appellant herein, filed 
a return as an accountable person stating that only half the estate held 
by the deceased passed to her inasmuch as she was entitled to the other 
half. The return filed by her was accepted by the authority with certain 
modifications. Later, on 26-10-1977, the Assistant Controller of Estate 
Duty Issued a notice i/s 61 of the E.D. Act proposing to rectify the 
assessment order. According to this notice, on the death of the deceased, 
the entire estate passed and not merely half of It. The appellant filed 
objections contending, inter alia, that the mistake, if any, was not a 
mistake apparent from the record warranting Invocation of the power 
of rectification u/s 61 of the E.D. Act. Assistant Controller overruled 
the objections by his order dated 8-9-1977. In this order, the Assistant 
Controller did not specifically deal with the objections raised by the 
appellant that since there was no mistake apparent from the record, 
power of rectification could not-be exercised. The High Court dealt with 
other points raised by the appellant but refused to deal with the submission 
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that power of ratification was not aoallable on the ground that the said 
issue was not dtait with by the Assistant Controller. 

DECISION 

Accordins to the School of Mindu Law governing the i!>arties herein the 
appellant was entiled to a share if a partition had taken place during the 
lifetime of the deceased. Whether she was entitled to demand a partition, 
we are not sure. In such a situation, if the order of assessment accepted 
that she had half a tharc and that only the deceased’s half interest passed 
on his death, It cannk be said that the order suffers from an error apparent 
from the record which is amenable to rectification u/s 61 of the E.D. Act. 
At best, it was a debatable question. On this ground alone and without 
expressing any opinion on the facts of the case, we allow this appeal and 
set aside the order of the Assistant Controller of E.D. dated 8-9-1977. 

-ull text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

This appeal is preferred against the judgment of the Patna High Court 
dismissing the writ petition filed by the appellant. The matter arises under 
the Estate Duty Act. 

One B P. Taneja died on 29th Marcfi, 1970. His wife, the appellant herein, 
filed a return as an accountable person stating that only half the estate 
held by the deceased passed to her Inasmuch as she was entitled to the 
other half. The return filed by her was accepted by the authority with certain 
modifications. Later on 26th Oct., 1977, the Asstt. Controller issued a 
notice under s. 61 of the ED Act proposing to rectify the assessment order. 
According to this notice, on the death of the deceased, the entire estate 
passed and not merely half of it. The appellant filed objections contending. 
Inter alia, that the mistake, if any, was not a mistake apparent from the 
record warranting invocation of the power of rectification under s. 61 of 
the ED Act. Asstt. Controller overruled the objections by his order dt. 8th 
Sept., 1977. In this order, the Asstt. Controller did not specifically deal 
with the objections raised by the appellant that since there was no mistake 
apparent from the record, power of rectification could not be exercised. 
The appellant questioned the order of the Asstt. Controller by way of a 
writ ]:>etition filed in the High Court. The High Court dealt with other points 
raised by the appellant but refused to deal with the submission that power 
of rectification was not available (inasmuch as there was no error from the 
record) on the ground that the said issue was not dealt with by the Asstt. 
Controller. The said order is questioned in this appeal. 

From the order of the Asstt. Controller, It docs not appear that a personal 
hearing was given to the appellant. Be that as it may, the fact remains 
that he did nof deal with the objection aforesaid which was expressly raised 
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by the appellant In her memo of obJectlons/explanaUq^n. The very sanii 
objection was repeated In the High Court. Though we ^nnot say that the 
High Court was not justified in the view It has taken on the said question, 
we are of the opinion, having regard to ail the facts, and circumstance, 
of the case that it would be appropriate if we deal with the said question 
on merits. We have taken into consideration the meagre amount of tax 
involved, the fact that the matter relates to the estate of a person who 
died in 1970 and the further fact that the Act has since been repealed. 

We are not satisfied that this was a case where powe;r of rectification couli ' 
have been invoked. According to the School of Hindu Law governing the 
parties herein, the appellant was entitled to a share, if a partition had taken 
place during the lifetime of the deceased. Whetlncr she was entitled to 
demand a partition, we are not sure. In such a situation, if the order of 
assessment accepted that she had half a share and that only the deceased’s 
half interest passed on his death, it cannot be said that the order suffers 
from an error apparent from thie record which is amenable to rectification 
under s. 61 of the ED Act. At best, it was a debatable question. On this 
ground alone and without expressing any opinion on the facts of the case, 
we allow this appeal and set aside the order of the Asstt. Controller dt 
8th Sept., 1977. There will be no order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 288 (SC) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Kuldlp Singh & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Ramaswamy) 

Civil Appeal Nos. 3069 & 3070 (NCT) of 1981 

East India Hotels Ltd. & Anr. etc. etc. 

vs. 

State of Jammu & Kashmir & Anr. etc. etc. 

Decided on 12-7-1994 

CONSTITUTIONAL VALIDITY OF JAMMU & KASHMIR HOTE 
(AMENITIES & SERVICES) TARIFF TAXATION ACT, 1980 - 
Assessee contending levy of tax on gross receipts and therefore 
tax on income falling under Entry 82, List 1, Schedule VII o 
Constitution of India — High Court rejecting assessee’s plea — 
Held tax leviable irrespective of the consideration whether hotel 
keeper earns any income or not — Levy of amenities and services 
provided by hotel keeper to its customers — Falls within the 
legislative competence of the State. 

Constitution of India — Schedule VII, Entry 62, List II and Entry 82, 
List I. 

FACTS 

The main contention raised bit the appellants before the High Od'prt 
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uias that the levy of tax on the gross receipts of the 'hotel keeper' and 
as such U is a tax on ‘Income’ which could only be Imposed by the 
Parliament under Entry 82, List I, Schedule VII, Constitution of India. 
The High Court referred to section 13 of the Act which authorised the 
‘hotel keeper' to charge the tax due from the customers. It further 
noticed that the taxing event under the Act Is not the receipt of gross 
Income by a ‘hotel keeper’ but Is in fact the provision of amenities and 
services by him to his customers. The gross Income of a ‘hotel keeper’ 
has been merely used as a measure to quantify the tax payable under 
the Act. Interpreting the relevant provisions of the Act, the High Court 
found that the tax is leviable Irrespective of the consideration whether 
the 'hotel keeper’ earns any Income In the sense of the IT Act. All that 
Is necessary Is the occupancy of the hotel by the customers and their 
availing the amenities and serulcesenvlsagedpnder the Act. On appreciation 
of all these factors the High Court came to the conclusion that the 
levy, being on amenities and services provided by the ‘hotel keeper’ to 
his customers It was not a tax on Income and as such was within the 
legislative competence of the State legislature. 

DECISION 

By the Presidential Order, made under Article 370(1) called the Constitution 
(Application to Jammu & Kashmir) Order, 1954, the provisions of the 
Constitution of India were extended and made applicable to the State of 
Jammu & Kashmir with several exceptions and modifications. The words 
notwithstanding anything in clauses (2) and (3)’ occurring in clause (1), 
and clauses 2, 3 and 4 of Article 246 were omitted. Article 248 and Entry 
97 of List I, List II and List HI (Concurrent List) of the Vllth Schedule were 
also omitted. Thus the Parliament was vested with the power to make laws 
in respect of Jammu & Kashmir with respect to the matters enumerated 
in Entries 1 to 96 of List ! Schedule VII. The residuary power was retained 
by the State of Jammu & Kashmir. It is thus obvious that except the legislature 
relating to Entries 1 to 96 of List I the legislature of Jammu & Kashmir 
can legislate on every other matter. Section 5 of the Jammu & Kashmir 
Constitution reads as under ; 

“Extent of executive and legislative power of the State — The 
executive and legislative power of the State extends to all matters except 
those with respect to which Pzu-liament has power to make laws for 
the State under the pro\^sions of the Constitution of India." 

The Jammu & Kashmir legislature has, therefore, the legislative c(»npetence 
to enact laws on any subject which comes wldiln List n Schedule Vn by 
virtue of the residuary power it has been given by the Presidential Order 
mentioned above. The Constitution Bench in Express Hotels case has held 
that the four legislations dealt with therein were under Entry 62, List II, 
Schedule VII, Constitution of India. On similar reasoning the Act would 
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also be a legislation under the same Entry, and as such widiin the competer 
of the Jammu & Kashmir legislature. We also agree with the reason! 
and the conclusions reached by the High Court. There Is no force In t 
contention that the Act is a legislation under Entry 82, List I, Schedi 
Vll, Constitution of India. We, therefore, see no ground to interfere w 
the Division Bench Judgment of the High Court, The appeals/writ petitic 
are dismissed. 

Cmc referred to : 

Express Hotels Put. Ltd. us. State of Gujarat & Anr. (1989) 2 SCR 8S 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Kuldip Singh, J.j 

The question for consideration Is whether the Jammu & Kashmir Stj 
legislature has the legislative competence to enact the Jammu & Kashr 
Hotel (Amenities and Services) Tariff Taxation Act, 1980 (the Act). 
Division Bench of the Jammu & Kashmir High Court answered the questl 
in the affirmative. These appeals are against the judgment of the High Con 
In the writ petitions under Art. 32 of the Constitution of India, the valid 
of the Act has been challenged on the same grounds as was done by t 
appellants before the High Court. 

The preamble to the Act seeks to provide for the levy of tax on the amenit 
and services in a hotel In the State. Section 2 is the definition clause . 
defines. Inter alia, the expressions "amenities and services" and "hoti 
occurring in els. (c) and (]) respectively which are as follows : 

“(c) “Amenities and Services" includes lodging, boarding, massagir 
bathing, hair dressing, and beauty parlour facilities and providi 
entertainment and other facilities, whether charged/chargeable join 
or separately; 

(J) "Hotel" means any premises or part of premises including a h 
house-boat, tenjt, guest house, rest house or a club occupied by resld< 
or casual visitors with or without board, service and amenities 
consideration of a tariff and Includes a restaurant excluding the portt 
used as a bar for service or supply of liquor as defined in Jammu 
Kashmir Excise Act, Svt. 1958, attached or annexed thereto." 

Sec. 3 read with schedule annexed to the Act are the charging provisic 
which provide : 

“Schedule 
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2. Rs. 101 to Rs. 200 a day 8% 

3. Rs. 201 to Rs. 300 a day 12% 

4. Rs. 301 and above a day 15% 

B. Casual (Non-resident) visitors — Full amount of tariff 8%" 


Sec. 13 of the Act which provides for collection of taxes by the assessee 
Is as under ; 

“13. Collection of tax by the assessee — (1) A registered hotel keeper 
Is authorised to charge the tzuc due on tariff under the provisions of 
this Act. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-s. (1) 

(a) if any person other than a registered hotel keeper collects zmy amount 
by way of tax leviable under this Act, or 

(b) if any registered hotel keeper collects tzuc in excess of the amount 
chargeable under this Act, 

such person or such registered hotel keeper, as the case may be, shall 
pay such sum to the Government within the period of thirty days from 
the expiry of each quarter and Ihe provisions of sub-s. (1) of s. 12 2 md 
the provisions of this Act relating to recovery shall apply to the recovery 
of such sum.” 

The remaining sections of the Act refer to the returns to be filed by every 
“hotel keeper” and “person” liable to pay tax under the Act,'the assessment 
and collection of tax, the imposition of penalty, the payment of tax and 
penalty, appeals, revisions etc. etc. 

The main contention raised by the appellants before the High Court was 
that the levy of tax is on the gross receipts of the ‘hotel keeper* and as 
such it is a tax on “income” which could only be Imposed by the Pariisunent 
under Entry 82 List I Schedule Vll Constitution of India. The High Court 
referred to s. 13 of the Act, which authorised the 'hotel keeper’ to charge 
the tax due from the customers. It further noticed that Jthc taxing event 
under the Act is not the receipt of gross income by a ‘hotel keeper’ but 
is in fact the provision of amenities and services by him to his customers. 
The gross income of a ‘hotel keeper’ has been merely used as a measure 
to quantify the tax payable under the Act. Interpreting the relevant provisions 
of the Act, the High Court found that the tax is leviable irrespective of 
the consideration whether the 'hotel keeper* earns any Income in the sense 
of the IT Act. All that is necessary is the occupancy of the hotel by the 
customers amd their availing the amenities and services envisaged under 
the Act. On appreciation of all these factors the High Court came to the 
conclusion that the levy, being on amenities and services provided by the 
‘hotel keeper' to his customers it was not a tax on Income and as such 
was within the legislative competence of the State legislature. 
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It Is not necessary for us to go into the m^ts of the controversy raise 
before the High Court because the matter Is no longer res Integra. Th 
constitutional validity of The Gujarat Tax on Luxuries (Hotels and Lodgir 
Houses) Act, 1977, Tamil Nadu Tax on Luxuries in Hotels and Lodgir 
Houses Act, 1981, The Karnataka Tax on Luxuries (Hotels and Lodgir 
Houses) Act, 1979 and The West Bengal Entertainments and Luxurk 
(Hotels and Restaurants) Tax Act, 1972 which are legislations similar i 
the Act, was challenged before this Court in Express Hotels Pvt. Ltd. v 
State of Gujarat & Anr. (198*9) 2 SCR 893 on the ground that the Imposltlc 
of tax on “luxury" was beyond the legislative competence of the Stai 
legislatures under Entry 62 List II of Vllth Schedule to the Constitution ‘ 
India. This Court dismissed the Writ petitions of the Hotel Owners and uphe 
the validity of the State legislations. All the four taxing statutes before th 
Court in Express Hotels case (supra) were analogous to the Act and th 
scheme of the legislations was substantially similar. The following contention 
Inter alia, were raised before this Court in Express Hotels case (supr. 

“(a) The Taxation Entry 62 of List II providing on “luxuries” conten 
plates, and takes within its sweep, a tax on goods and articles in the 
aspect and character as luxuries and docs not Include “services" ( 
“activities”. The levy on the services for lodging provided at the hotel 
is, therefore, beyond the scope of Entry 62 List II. 

(c) The real criterion distinguishing ‘luxury’ is the special attribute ; 
quality of the commodity or the services, as the case may be, and n( 
the price-factor slmpllciter. The essential distinguishing attribute is 
qualitative one. Distinction based purely on the quantitative dlfferenc 
in the price is not a rational criterion to identify ‘luxuries’. The Impo 
based on the mere criterion of price which has no relation to the concej 
of luxuries, is ultra vires the State power under Entry 62 List II. 

(d) The schisme of the Act in so far as it makes the price and not qualit 
the sole basis for identification of the subject of the tax, makes r 
distinction betw^n the components of the services which include bo< 
necessities and Comforts, as distinguishable, from ‘luxuries’. Levy c 
such subject-matter is bad.” 

M.N. Venkatachallah, J,, (as the Learned CJI then was) speakbrg for tt 

Constitution Bench rejected the contentions on the following reasonin 

♦ \ 

"The concept of a tax on\*iuxuries’ in Entry 62, List II cannot be limitc 
merely to tax things tangible and corporeal in their aspect as ‘luxuries 
It Is true diat while frugal or simple food and medicine may be classify 
as necessities; articles such as jewellery, perfume, Intoxicatlng-llquo 
tobacco, etc. could be called articles of luxury. But the legislative ent 
cannot be exhausted by these cases, illustrative of the concept. Ti 
entry encompasses all theiRanlfestations or emanations, the notion 
'luxuries’ canlairiy aiKl reasonably be said to comprehend. The etemei 
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ofextravagance or Indulgence that differentiates ‘luxury’ from ‘necessity’ 
cannot be confined to goods and articles. There can be elements of 
extravagance or indulgence in the quality of services and eurtMtIes . . .We 
are presently concerned widi the question udiether the quality or standards 
of lodging accommodatiqi) in hot^s can be called luxurious by contem- 
porary standards by reason of tee higher standards of charges payable 
for the accommodation. Legislature has chosen to Identify tee luxury 
by the statutory standards prescribed by it. According to the legislative 
assumption, price does become evidence of the special quality on tee 
basis of which ‘luxuries' could be distinguished and that some special 
quality is attributable to goods and services through tee means of the 
price. .Quality and price, in the legislative assessment, can be assumed 
to have a logical inter-relationship. This cannot be held to suffer from 
the vice of irrationality". 

The provisions of the Act are similar to the legislations of the four States 
mentioned above and the scheme of the Act is also substantially the same. 
Therefore, for the reasons and the conclusions reached by the Constitution 
Bench of this Court in Express Hotels case (supra) the challenge to the 
validity of the Act on the ground of legislative competence has to be rejected. 

We may briefly notice the constitutional provisions under which the leg- 
islature of the State of Jammu & Kashmir has the competence to legislate 
the Act. Art. 370 of the Constitution of India, to the extent relevant, is 
as under : 

“Temporary proulslons with respect to the State of Jammu & Kashmir — 
(1) Notwithstanding anything in this Constitution, — 

(b) the power of Parliament to make laws for the said State shall be 
limited to — 

(i) those matters in the Union List and the Concurrent List which, in 
consultation with the Government of the State, are declared by the 
President to correspond to matters specified in the Instrument of 
Accession governing the accession of the State to the Dominion of India 
as the matters -with respect to which the Dominion legislature may 
make laws for that State; and 

(ii) such other matters in the said Lists as, with the concurrence of the 
Government of the State, the President may by order specify. 

(d) such of the other provisions of this Constitution shall apply in relation 
to that State subject to such exceptions, and modifications as tee 
President may by order specify”. 

By the Presidenti 2 J Order, mztde under Art. 370(1) czdied the Constitution 
(Application to Jammu & KashmlrJ Order, 1954, the provisions of the 
Constitution of India were extended and made applicable to the State of 
Jammu & Kashmir with severed exceptions and modifications. The words 
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“notwithstanding anything In els, (2) and (3)” occurring In cl. (1), and ds. 
2, 3 and 4 of Art. 246 were omitted. Art. 248 and Entry 97 of List 1, 
List 11 and List III (Concurrent List) of the Vllth Schedule were also omitted. 
Thus the Parliament was vested with the power to make laws in respect 
of Jammu & Kashmir with respect to the matters enumerated in Entries 
1 to 96 of List I Schedule VII. The residuary power was retzdned by the 
State of Jammu and Kashmir. It Is thus obvious that except the legislation 
relating to Entries 1 to 96 of List I the legislature of Jammu & Kashmir 
can legislate on every other matter. Sec. 5 of the Jammu & Kashmir 
Constitution reads as under : 

“Extent of executiue and legislatiue power of the State . — The 
executive and legislative power of the State extends to all matters except 
those with respect to which Parliament has power to make laws for 
the State under the provisions of the Constitution of India." 

The Jammu & Kashmir legislature has, therefore, the legislative competence 
to enact laws on any subject which comes within List II Schedule VII by 
virtue of the residuary power it has been given by the Presidential Order 
mentioned above. The Constitution Bench in Express Hotels case has held 
that the four legislations dealt with therein were under Entry 62, List II, 
Schedule VII, Constitution of India. On similar reasoning the Act would 
also be a legislation under the same Entry, and as such within the competence 
of the Jammu & Kashmir legislature. We also agree with the reasoning 
and the conclusions reached by the High Court. There is no force in the 
contention that the Act is a legislation under Entry 82, List 1, Schedule 
VII, Constitution of India. We, therefore, see no ground to interfere with 
the Division Bench Judgment of the High Court. The appeals/writ petitions 
are dismissed. No costs. 
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Hon’ble Mr. Justice Faizan Uddin 
and Hon’ble Mrs, Justice Sujata V. Manohar) 

Civil Appeal No. 9161 of 1994 
State Bank of Bikaner & Jaipur 
vs. 

National Iron & Steei Rolling Corporation & Others 

For the Appellant V.M. Tarkunde with Anil Kr. Sangal 

and K.K. Gagna 

For the Respondent ....V'B' keddy with A.P. Dhamlja, 

Sushil Kr. Jain and S. Attreya 
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recovery of tax — Pn^>eitles of the dealer mortgaged to the 
bank Demand of sales-tax raised — Bmik filing sidt for recovery 
of amount and Commercial Taxes Officer hnidejadlag himself In 
I the suit claiming prior claim for recovery of sales-tax — Held, 
i the Act creates first charge of sales-tax over the' properties — 

! First charge covers entire property including the Interest of the 
mortgagee bank — Sales-tax has thus a prior charge. 

Rajasthan Sales-tax Act, 1954 — Section 1 lAAAA 
Transfer of Property Act, 1882 — Sections 58 & 100. 

FACTS 

The appellant bank had given cash credit facilities to the respondent 
' on the security of Its entire property Including plant and machinery. 
There Is also an agreement for the pledge of movables executed by the 
respondents In favour of the bank. The bank filed suit for recovery of 
Rs. 3,79,672/- with future Interest payable. While the suit was pending, 
the Commercial Taxes Officer, Bharatpur got himself Impleaded In the 
suit on the ground that he had a prior claim for the recovery of a sum 
of Rs. 1,19,122/- as sales-tax dues. The property u^as sold by auction 
and the entire sales proceeds were deposited with the Court. The 
Commercial Taxes Officer rests his case on the provisions of section 
IIAAAA of Rajasthan Sales-tax Act, 1954. 

DECISION 

Under this section the amount of sales-tax or any other sum due and payable 
by a dealer or any other person under the Rajasthan Sales-teix Act, 1954 
is a first charge on the property of the dealer or of such person. Where 
a mortgage is created in respect of any property undoubtedly an Interest 
in the property is carved out in favour of the mortgagee. This does not, 
however, mean that the property ceases to be the property of the mortgagor. 
The title to the projDerty remains with the mortgagor. Therefore, when a 
statutory first charge is created on the property of the dealer, the property 
subjected to first charge is the entire property of the dealer. The interest 
of the mortgagee is not excluded for the first charge. The first charge, 
therefore, whirh is created u/s IIAAAA of Rajasthan Sales-tax Act, 1954 
will operate on the property as a whde and not on the equity redemption. 
The section creates first charge of the property thus clearly giving priority 
to the statutory charges over all other charges on the property Including 
the mortgage. When a first charge is created by operation of law on any 
property that charge will have precedence over the existing mortgage. The 
appeal was thus decided against the bank and in favour of the Sales-tax 
Officer. 

Cases referred to : 

1. S.B.B.J. vs. National Iron & Steel Rolling Corporation (1995) 82 
Comp Cas 548 (Raj.) 



296 TAXATION -REPORTS {VoL 126 

2. S.B.B.J. vs. National Iron & Steel Rolling Corporation (1995) 96 
STC 493 (Raj.) 

3. Westminster City Council vs. Havmarket Publishing Ltd. (1981) 2 
All ER 555 iCA). 

4. Dattatreva Shanker Mote us. Anand Chintaman Datar (1974) 2 SCC 
799 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Su)ata V. Manohar, J.) 

Leave granted. 

The appellant, namely, the State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur, had given 
cash credit facilities to respondent No. 1, National Iron and Steel Rolling 
Corporation. Respondents Nos. 2 to 5 are the partners of respondent No.l. 
As security for repayment of the amounts advanced to respondent No.l 
by the appellant-bank, respondent No. 1 created a mortgage of their factory 
premises situated at Industrial Area, Bharatpur, by a deed of mortgage dated 
October 18, 1977. They have also, by a letter of promise dated June 10, 
1981, pledged the plant and machinery Installed in the said premises to 
the bank as security for the said advances. There is also an agreement for 
the pledge of movables dated January 7, 1980, executed by the first 
respondent in favour of the appellant-bank. 

The appellant-bank filed Civil Suit No. 5 of 1986 in the court of the 
Additional District Judge 11, Bharatpur, against the respondents for the 
recovery of a sum of Rs. 3,79,679 due and payable under the above cash 
credit facility and for future Interest at 16.25 per cent, per annum with 
quarterly rests. In this suit, the appellant-bank also asked for the realisation 
of the mortgage security under Order 34, rule 4 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure. 

While the suit was pending, the Commercial Taxes Officer, Bharatpur, got 
himself Impleaded in the suit on May 18, 1990, on the ground that he 
had a prior claim for the recovery of a sum of Rs. 1,19,122 as sales tax 
dues from respondent No. 1 and was entitled to realise it by sale of the 
mortgaged property. 

The property which Is the subject-matter of the mortgage has been sold 
by auction under the orders of the court for a sum of Rs. 4,02,000 to 
one Smt. Kamlesh Goel. Under the orders of the court the sale proceeds 
have been deposited in court. It was contended by the Commercial Taxes 
Officer, Bharatpur, that the sales tax dues of the first respondent were liable 
to be paid first out of the s^e proceeds. The claim of the appellant-bank 
could be satisfied only out of the balance ctmount. The trial court by its 
judgment and order dated May 18, 1990, accepted this claim of the 
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Commercial T^es Officer. The revision petition of the appeliaunt-bank was 
dismissed by the High Court by the Impugned Judgment and order. Hence, 
this appeal by special leave. 

The claim of the Commercial Taxes Officer, Bharatpur, rests on the, 
provisions of section 1 lAAAA of the Rajasthan Sales-tax Act, 1954. Section 
IIAAAA has been Introduced In the Rajasthan Sales-tax Act, 1954, by 
way of an amendment In 1989. Section IIAAAA Is as follows : 

“IIAAAA. Llablllti; under this Act to be the first charge.- Notwith- 
standing anything to the contrary contained in any law for the time 
being in force, any amount of tax, penalty, interest and any other sum, 
If any, payable by a dealer or any other person under this Act, shall 
be the first charge on the property of the dealer, or such person.” 

Under this section the amount of sales tax or any other sum due and payable 
by a dealer or any other person under the Rajasthan Sales Tax Act, 1954, 
is a first charge on the property of the dealer or of such person. It is on 
account of the provisions of this section that the Commercial Taxes Officer 
claimed priority for the recovery of the sales tax due from the sale proceeds 
of the mortgaged property. The appellant, however, contended that since 
the mortgage in their favour is prior in point of time, their claim will have 
precedence over the claim of the sales tax authorities. 

It is, therefore, necessary to consider the effect of section 1 lAAAA of the 
Rajasthan Sales Tax Act, 1954, on an existing mortgage in respect of the 
property of the dealer or the person liable to pay sales tax or other sums 
under the Rajasthan Sales Tax Act, 1954. Section 100 of the Transfer 
of Property Act deals with charges on an Immovable property which czwi 
be created either by an act of parties or by operation of law. It provides 
that where immovable property of one person is made security for the 
payment of money to another, and the transaction does not amount to 
a mortgage, a charge is created on the propjerty and all the provisions 
in the Transfer of Property Act which apply to a simple mortgage shall, 
so far as may be, apply to such charge. A mortgage, on the other hand, 
is defined under section 58 of the Transfer of Property Act as a transfer 
of an interest in specific immovable property for the purpose of securing 
the payment of money advanced or to be advanced as set out therein. The 
distinction between a mortgage and a charge was considered by this court 
in the case of Dattatreva Shanker Mote us. Anand Chintnman Datar 
(1974) 2 see 799. The court has observed (at pages 806 cUid 807) that 
a charge is a wider term as It includes also a mortgage. In that, every mortgage 
is a charge, but every diarge is not a mortgage. The court has then considered 
the application of the second part of section 100 of the Transfer of Property 
Act u^ich, inter alia, deals with a charge not being enforccaNe against 
a bona fide transferee of the property for value without notice of .the charge. 
It has held that the phrase "transferee of property” refers to the transferee 
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of the entire interest in the property and It docs not cover the transfer 
of only an interest in the property by way of a mortgage. 

In the present case, we have to consider whether the statutory first chaise 
which is created under section IIAAAA of the Rajasthan Safes Tax Act 
over the property of the dealer or a person liable to pay sales tax and/ 
or other dues under the Rajasthan Sales Tax Act, is created in respect of 
the entire interest in the property or only mortgagor’s interest in the property 
when the dealer has created a mortgage on the property. In other words, 
will the statutory first charge have priority over an earlier mortgage. It was 
urged by Mr. Tarkunde, learned counsel for the appellant-bank, that at the 
time when the statutory first charge came into existence, there was already 
a mortgage in respect of the same property. Therefore, the only property 
which was possessed by the dealer and/or person liable to pay tax or other 
dues under the Rajasthan Sales Tax Act, was the equity of redemption in 
respect of that property. The first charge would operate, therefore, only 
on the equity of redemption. The argument, though ingenious, will have 
to be rejected. Where a mortgage Is created in respect of any property, 
undoubtedly, an Interest in the property is carved out in favour of the 
mortgagee. The mortgagor is entitled to redeem his property on payment 
of the mortgage dues. This does not. however, mean that the property 
remains with the mortgagor. Therefore, when a statutory first charge is 
created on the property of the dealer, the property subjected to the first 
charge is the entire property of the dealer. The Interest of the mortgagee 
is not excluded from the first charge. The first charge, therefore, which 
is created under section 1 1 AAAA of the Rajasthan Sales Tax Act will operate 
on the property as a whole and not only on the equity of redemption as 
urged by Mr. Tarkunde. 

We find support for this conclusion in the observations made in Fisher and 
Lightwood’s Law of Mortgage, 10th edition at page 33, where the statutory 
charges are discussed. In dealing with a statutory charge in favour of rating 
authorities in respect of rating surcharges for unused commercial buildings 
under the General Rate Act, 1967, it is stated that : “a statutory charge 
has priority to the interest of the mortgagee under a mortgage existing when 
the charge arose”. In the case of Westminster City Council os. Havmarket 
Publishing Ltd. (1981) 2 All ER 555 (CA), the English Court of Appeals 
was required to consider whether a statutory charge on the property under 
the General Rate Act would have priority over a legal mortgage on the 
property existing when the charge came into being. It was argued that the 
charge would be only on the mortgagor-owner’s interest in the property, 
i.e., on the equity of redemption. The court negatived this contention. It 
held that the “charge on the land” imposed for em unpaid surcharge was 
not confined to a charge on the owner's interest in tlie premises when the 
charge ar&te, but extended to a Charge on all the estates and interests in 
the premises existing when the charge arose. The rating authority’s charge 
would have priority over the bank’s interest as a mortgagee. 
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In the present Case, the section creates a first charge on the property thus 
cieariy giving priority to the statutory charge over all other charges on the 
property including a mortgage. The submission, therefore, that the statutory 
first charges created by section 1 lAAAA of the Rajasthan Sales Tax Acj 
can operate only over the equity of redemption, cannot be accepted. The 
charge operates on the entire property of the dealer including the interest 
of the mortgagee therein. 

Looked at a little differently, the statute has created a first charge on the 
property of the dealer. What is meant by a “first charge” ? Does it have 
precedence over an earlier mortgage ? Now, as set out in Dattatreiw 
Shanker Mote's case (1974) 2 SCC 799, a charge is a wider term than 
a mortgage. It would cover within its ambit a mortgage also. Therefore, 
when a first charge is created by the operation of law over any property, 
that charge will have precedence over an existing mortgage. 

No other contention has been urged before us. We, therefore, agree with 
the conclusion arrived at by the High Court. The appe. is, therefore, 
dismissed. In the circumstances, however, there will be no order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 299 (SC) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice B.P. Jeevan Reddy, 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suhas C. Sen 
and Hon’ble Mr. Justice G.T. Nanavati) 

Civil Appeal Nos. 1180 of 1991 & 5441-50 of 1995 
Gosar Family Trust, Jamnagar etc. 

vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Rajkot etc. 

Decided on 28-4-1995 

RATE OF TAX — Trust set up for two groups of family members 
— Trust not paying any income to any of the beneficiaries during 
the year — Only first set of beneficiaries entitled to income at 
discretii^n of trustees — Other group of benefleiaries entitled to 
whole corpus with accumulated income on dissolution — Assessce 
claiming to be taxed at normal slab rates — Revenue taxing at 
maximum marginal rrte — Held, for purposes of section 164(1) 
income receivable and not received on behalf of beneficiaries 
material -t- Section 164(1) also does not make any distinction 
between beneficiaries *— Trust liable to be taxed at maximum 
marginal rate. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 164. 

FACTS 

By a deed dated 3-10-1 981 , one Shri Hirfi Pethraj Shah created a private 
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trust known as “Gosar Famllif Trust". The trust was created with a sum 
of Rs. 500/- with permission to trustees to accept further contribution 
from any person on such terms and conditions nbt Inconsistent with 
the objects of the trust. There were two sets of beneficiaries, the first 
category comprising of three Individuals and In the second category were 
family members of one Shrl Devchand ShamJI Shah and Smt. Kankuben 
Gulabchand Shah upto three generations. The life of the trust Is 18 
years but the trustees have been given absolute powers to distribute the 
Income to the first category of beneficiaries In such proportion and at 
such time they may think appropriate. At the end of 18 years, the entire 
corpus with the trust alongwith accumulated Income was to be distributed 
amongst second category of beneficiaries. The contention of the assesses 
Is that the trust Is to be taxed at rates applicable to association of persons 
within the meaning of section 164(1} and not at maximum marginal 
rate. The Tribunal upheld the contention of the assessee but the Hon’ble 
High Court held that the Income Is chargeable to tax at maximum 
marginal rate. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Apex Court held that the trust is rather curious and the 
introduction date'kept as short as two years and the maximum life 18 years. 
One beneficiary is common in both the categories. The trustees are not 
obliged to distribute the income among the first category of beneficiaries 
during the year they receive it. The first category of beneficiaries thus have 
no right to receive the income and so also the second category but the 
second category ultimately gets the entire corpus with accumulations on 
dissolution of the trust. It is thus evident that the second category of 
beneficiaries are also beneficiaries as rightly pointed out by the High Court. 
The beneficiaries have no right to demand the Income. Thus neither category 
has a right but only an expectation to receive it. For the purpose of section 
164(1) what is relevant is the income receivable on behalf of the beneficiaries. 
It is not necessary that the income is received by the beneficiaries. It is, 
therefore, difficult to say in the light of the recitals of the trust deed that 
the income receivable only on behalf of first category and not on behalf 
of the second category. Section 164(1) or the proviso (i) thereto does not 
make any dl^ctlon between the beneficiaries and beneficiaries. It cannot, 
therefore, be said that the Income is received only on behalf of the first 
category and not the second category beneficiaries. Either category could 
have received the Income wholly to the exclusion of the other or both could 
have received it partly. The charging Off maximum marginal rate was not 
contrary to law. The appeal of the zissessee was thus dismissed. 

Caeca referred to : 

1. CIT us. B.A. Sanghrajka Trust, (1990) Taxation 97 (3) 331 (Bom.); 

181 ITR 484 (Bom.) 
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2. err os. Mrs. Pushpaben Famitv Trust, 207 ITR 587 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(B.P. Jeeuan Reddy, J.) 

Leave granted in Special Leave Petltiorts. 

A commop question arises in this batch of appeals. For the sake of 
convenience and with the cemsent of the counsel for the parties, we treat 
the facts in Civil Appeal No. 1 180 of 1991 (Gosar Family Trust, Jamnagar) 
as representative of the facts in sdi the cases. It is agreed by the learned 
counsel for the appellants that the relevant recitals in the Trust Deeds 
concerned in all the apF>eals are identical. The appeals arise from the 
Judgment and orders of the Gujarat High Court. 

The High Court has answered the following two questions referred to it, 
at the instance of the Revenue, under Section 256(2} of the Income-tax 
Act in favour of the Revenue and against the assessee: 

“(1) Whether, in law and on facts and having regard to the provisions 
of sub-section (1) of section 164 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 
the assessee is entitled to the concessional rate ot tax ? 

(2) Whether, in law and on facts and in view of the provisions of tHfe 
trust deed, the trust cannot be subjected to maximum marginal rate 
of tax?" 

By a deed dated October 3, 1981, Sri Hlrji PethraJ Shah created a private 
trust known as “Gosar Family Trust”. S/Srl Devchand Shamji Shah, (2) 
Sri Deepak Devchand Shah, (3) Smt. Ladhlben Shamjl Shah and (4) Smt. 
Sunanda Rajesh Shah were named as trustees. The trust was created with 
a sum of Rupees five hundred. Qause (7) of the Trust Deed, however, 
permitted the trustees to accept from wy person desirous of making 
contributions to the Trust fund such amounts or properties and upon such 
terms and conditions as they may think fit subject, of course, that the objects 
of the contributions are not inconsistent with the obj&cts of the trust. There 
are two sets of beneficiaries. The first category comprises three Individuals, 
viz., (1) Cd Gosar Devashi Jakharia, (2) Smt. Lakhmaben Gosar Jakharia 
and (3) Sri Mukesh Gosar Jakharia. (Nos. 2 and 3 are wife and son 
respectively of No. 1). The second category of beneficiaries are : (1) Smt. 
Lakhmaben Gosar Jakharia, (2) family rqembers of Sri Devchand Shamji 
Shah and (3) Smt. Kankuben Gulabchand Shah upto three generations. The 
recitals in the trust deed are little unusual and may be noticed (as condensed 
by us) : 

(1) The life of the trust is eighteen years. But after the expiry of two 
years, the trustees have .the discretion to terminate the trust at any 
time. 
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(2) With respeM to the income from the trust properties, the trustees 
have been given an absolute discretion to distribute the same among 
the first category beneficiaries In such manner and in such proportion 
and such times as they think appropriate. The trustees are vested 
with absolute discretion not to distribute the income to any one 
and to accumulate it. 

(3) At the end of eighteen years or at such time as the trustees put 
an end to the trust, the corpus of the trust and all income accu- 
mulated, if any, shall be distributed among the second category 
beneficiaries, again in such proportion and in such manner as the 
trustees may decide. 

(4) The trustees have been expressly empowered to Invest the trust funds 
in any firm or joint stock companies in which any one or more 
of the trustees may be partners, directors or shareholders, as the 
case may be. 

The trust is undoubtedly a discretionary trust. The only question In this appeal 
is whether the income of the trust taxed in the hands of the trustees is 
chargeable at the maximum marginal rate or at the rate applicable to the 
association of persons within the meaning of Section 164(1) of the Income- 
tax Act. While the Tribunal has held that the rate applicable is the rate 
relevant to the association of persons by virtue of proviso (1) to Section 
164(1), the High Court is of the opinion that proviso (I) Is not attracted 
in this case and, therefore, the Income is chargeable at the maximum 
marginal rate. It would be appropriate to read Section 164(1) insofar as 
it is relevant at this stage : 

“Charge of tax where share of beneficiaries unknown. 

164(1) Subject to the provisions of sub-sections (2) and (3), where any 
Income in respect of which the persons mentioned In clauses (111) and 
(iv) of sub-section (1) of section 160 are liable as representative assessees 
or any part thereof is not specifically receivable on behalf or for the 
benefit of any one person or where the individual shares of the persons 
on whose behalf or for whose benefit such income or such part thereof 
is receivable are Indeterminate or unknown (such income, such part 
' of the income and such persons being hereafter in this section referred 
to as “relevant Income”, “part of relevant income” and “beneficiaries”, 
respectively), tax shall be charged on the relevant income or part of 
relevant Income at the maximum marginal rate : 

Provided that in a case u^ere — 

(i) none of the beneficiaries has any other income chargeable under 
thts uf^ct exceeding the maximum amount not chargeable to tax in the 
case of an association of persons or is a beneficiary under any other 
trust (Causes (2), (3) and (4) omitted as unnecessary.) 
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tax shall be charged on the relevant income or part of relevant incomes 
as if it were the total income of an association of persons : 

(Rest of the section omitted as unnecessary )" 

The sub-section contemplates charging of tax at maxtipum marginal rates 
in two situations, viz., (a) where any Income, in respect of which the trustees 
(omitting unnecessary categories of persons) are liable to be assessed as 
representative assessees, is not specifically receivable on behalf or for the 
benefit of any one person and (b) where the individual shares of the persons 
on whose behalf or for whose benefit such Income or such part thereof 
is receivaUe are indeterminate or unknown. The first proviso, however, 
says Inter alia that where none of the beneficiaries has any other Income 
chargeable to tax in the case of an association of persons or is a beneficiary 
under any other trust, tax shall be charged on the relevant income as if 
it were the total Income of an association of persons. In this case, none ~ 
of the first category beneficiaries has taxable Income under the Act within 
the meaning of proviso (i), while the second category beneficiaries do have 
such income. This means that if the second category beneficiaries are also 
treated as beneficiaries for the purpose of proviso (i), the trust Income is 
liable to be charged at the maximum marginal rate. If, on the other hand, 
only the first category beneficiaries are treated as beneficiaries (and not 
the second category beneficiaries) within the meaning of proviso (i), then 
the trust income is liable to be charged In the hands of the trustees at the 
rate applicable to the association of persons. For this reason, the assessees’ 
contention has been that only the first category beneficiaries are beneficiaries 
within the meaning of proviso (i) while the Revenue contends to the contrary. 
The reasoning of the High Court on which it has held against the assessee 
is to be found in the following three paragraphs : 

“There is no dispute about the fact that the Income was not specifically 
receivable on behalf of or for the benefit of anyone person and that 
the Individual shares of beneficiaries were indeterminate or unknown. 
Therefore, the provisions of section 164(1) are attracted to the type 
of arrangement made under this trust. The argument that only the first 
set of beneficiaries who may receive the Income are the class envisaged 
by s>.'b-section(l) of section 164 and not the type of beneftciaries who 
may, ultimately, get the accumulated income on distribution is not 
warranted by the wording of the provision which includes the entire 
class of beneficiaries on whose behalf or for whose benefit the Income 
is receivable by the trustee. 

The trustees receive or are entitled to receive the income (under the 
deed) on behalf .of or for the beriefit of both the sets of beneficiaries 
and are their representative assessees under section 160(l)(i\^. It cannot 
be said that they do not receive the income for the benefit of the second 
set or “tier” of l^eficiaries (described as corpus beneficiahes). The 
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trustees are empowerd to accumulate the income for the benefit of the 
second set of beneficiaries and. therefore, they receive or are entitled 
to receive the income on behalf of or for the benefit of such second 
set of beneficiaries also notwlthstzmdlng the existence of the first set 
of beneficiaries to whom they may distribute die Income if diey so 
choose to do. The existence of the authority of the trustees to disburse 
the Income they receive under the trust to the first set of beneftclaries 
does not militate against their entitlement to receive the income on behalf 
of or for the benefit of the other set for whom they can legitimately 
accumulate it for eventual distribution. The trustees were entitled to 
receive the income under this trust on behalf of or for the benefit of 
the entire class of beneficiaries notwithstanding the fact that they had 
a discretion to bestow the benefit to one beneficiary or one set of 
beneficiaries at the cost of the others. The fact that the income so 
received is disbursed to some and not to others or Is disbursed now 
or accumulated for future disbursement should make no difference and 
will not change the nature of the arrangement made under the trust, 
namely, that the trustees receive or are entitled to receive the Income 
for the benefit of or on behalf of the entire class of beneficiaries named 
in the trust. 

The fact that the trustees are not obliged to disburse the Income or 
accumulate it for the benefit of the first set or the second set of 
beneficiaries or any of them would itself indicate that the income is 
receivable by the trustees for the whole class of beneficiaries irrespective 
of the ultimate manner in which the income is distributed.” 

The High Court further pointed out diat for the purpose of Section 164, 
it is not necessary that the beneficiaries do actuary receive the income. 
It is sufficient, it held, that the Income is receivable by the trustees for the 
benefit of the persons named in the trust The High Court observed, “the 
real question is whether the persons named in the trust ha\« an Interest, 
whether vested or contingent, in the income that is receivable on their beh 2 df ” 
2 uid answered the question by saying that both the categories of beneficiaries 

mentioned in the trust deed have an interest in the trust and the Income 

} 

of the trust is received by the trustees on their bdialf. 

Sri Etadi, learned counsel for the assessees contended that the second 
category of beneficiaries cannot be C2dled “beneficiaries" with respect to 
the inconrte of trust for the reason that they are not entitled to any portion 
of Income; they are entitled only to the corpus. Only the first category 
beneficiaries are entitled to the Incorhe for the trust, it is submitted. When 
Section 164 speaks of income and it being taxed at a particular rate, it 
is hav^ in mind the particular year in which the income is received by 
the tepHees and is being taxe^jn their hands. Counsel further submitted 
that even if the trustees decide not to distribute the Income and accumulate 
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it. It forms part of the corpus vriifch is distributed among die second category 
beneficiaries at the end of eighteen years or earlier whenever the trust is 
put an end to by the trustees in their discretion. Strong reliance is placed 
upon the decision of the Bombay High Court in Commissioner of Income - 1 
tax vs. B.A Sanghrajka Trust (ISl ITR 484) where constt^g sbnilar 
terms of a trust deed, the Bombay H^h Court held that die second category 
beneficiaries cannot be treated as beneficiaries within the meaning of proviso 
(i). It is brought to our notice that the said decision has been followed later 
by the same High Court in Commissioner of Income-tax vs. Mrs. Push- 
paben Familp Trust (207 ITR 587). 

We must say that the trust deed in question is rather a curious one. It is 
effective only for a limited period which can be as short as two years. If, 
In case, the trustees do not choose to put an end to the trust, even then 
the maximum life of the trust Is eighteen years only. One beneficiary is 
common to both the first and second categories, vU. , Smt. Lakhmaben Gosar 
Jakharla. The trustees are not obliged to disburse or distribute the income 
among the first category beneficiaries in the year they receive it. They need 
not pay a single pie to any of the beneficiaries in the first category at any 
time during the currency of the trust; they are entitled to accumulate the 
whole income which wUI then pass to the second category beneficiaries 
as and when the trust comes to an end. In other words, the first category 
beneficiaries have no right to receive the Income. So have the second 
category beneficiaries no right to receive any income though they may 
ultimately get the whole or part of the Income along with the corpus on 
the expiry of the period of trust. The trustees are expressly entitled to deposit 
the monies of the trust fund in any firm or Joint stock company in which 
anyone or more of them is/are partners/directors/shareholders, which 
means that the trustees could as well have decided not to distribute a single 
pie and Invest all the income and corpus found for the full period of eighteen 
years in their own firms and concerns. No less surprising is the provision 
that the trust started with a mere rupees five hundred and the trustees have 
been given absolute discretion not only in the matter of distribution of income 
but also in the matter of very continuance of the trust. At any time after 
the expliv of two years they can put an end to it if diey so choose. 

The ingenuity of the assessee and die naivet of the department in espousing 
and accepting such a trust is remarkable. Be that as it may, we have to 
answer the question, whether the second category beneficiaries are not 
“beneficiaries" within the meaning of proviso (1) to Section 164(1) on the 
above facts? We are of the considered opinion that the second category 
beneficiaries are also beneficiaries as rightly pointed out by the High Court. 
If the Income Is not distributed among the first category beneficiaries, die 
v^Kde income - or such part of it as may not have been distributed ammig 
the flrid category - goes to the second categ<My. There Is no reason why 
it cannot be said that die income is received by the trustees on bdialf of 
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both the categories of beneficiaries. Indeed, there is no distbiction betwetisn 
the two categories so far as the Income of the trust is concerned. The 
members of the first category too have no righ t to demand or receive Income . 
They may or may not receive any income. It may well happen that they 
may not get a single pie either in the year concerned or during the entire 
period of the trust. If so, how it is being said that Income is being received 
on their behalf. The second category beneficiaries too have no right to the 
income but yet they may get whole of It or such part of it as may not have 
been distributed or paid to first category. Thus, neither category has a right 
but only an expectation to receive income. In this sense, members of the 
second category are as much beneficiaries as the members of the first 
category. The trustees are entitled to choose not to pay a pie out of the 
income to anyone and Invest the whole of it in their own concerns. They 
were also under no obligation to disburse or distribute the Income received 
in an year in that year or in the following year. For the purpose of Section 
164(1) what is relevant is that the income is receivable on behalf of the 
beneficiaries. It is not necessary that the income is received by the beneficiaries. 
It is, therefore, difficult to say in the light of the recitals of the trust deed 
that the income is receivable only on behalf of the first category but not 
on behalf of the second category beneficiaries. Indeed, Section 164(1) or 
the proviso (i) thereto does not make any distinction between beneficiaries 
and beneficiaries - nor is the said expression defined in the Act. It would, 
therefore, be reasonable to construe and understand the expression 
“beneficiaries” in its ordinary and normal sense, which means that both 
categories are beneficiaries. Situation could probably have been different 
if there had been an obligation upon the trustees to distribute the Income 
received in an year in that very year or In the following year(s) in which 
event it could probably be said that the trust income is receivable by the 
trustees on behalf of or for the benefit of the first category beneficiaries 
only. In this case, there is no such obligation and the income not distributed 
ultimately goes to the second category. It is immaterial whether that income 
becomes a part of corpus or not. What is material is that it goes to the 
second category. It cannot, therefore, be said that income is received only 
on behalf of the first category and not the second category beneficiaries. 
Bther category coUld have received the income wholly to the exclusion of 
the other or both could have received it partly in the manner explained 
above. We are, therefore, unable to agree with the contentions urged by 
the learned counsel for the assessees. The charging of maximum marginal 
rate was not contrary to law. 

Now, coming to the decisiem of the Bombay High Court in Sanghrajka 
Trust, the f^h Court has cOTStrued the trust deed concerned therein to 
mean (c^parable to second category in our case) 

had no rig^t or interest in the income of the trust for any year but it did 
not attach sufficient Importance of the other recital in the trust deed that 
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the trustees were entlded in their discretkm not to disburse any inc(»ne 
to the grand daughters (comparable to first category in our case) of the 
settlor in which case the entire Income would have gone to the daughter- 
in-law at the expiry of the trust. The daughter-in-law may not have had 
a right to the Income of the trust, but so did the grand daughters too did 
have no right. The said decision, therefore, cannot advance the case of 
the appellants herein. 

We must say that the policy of law as disclosed from Section 164(1) is 
to discourage discretionary trusts by charging the income of such trusts in 
the hands of trustees at the maximum marginal rate except in certain 
specified situations. The trust deed concerned herein is a discretionary trust 
of an extremely unusual type. Since it is stated thatihe Tribunal has found 
the trust deed to be a genuine one, we do not wish to say anything more 
on this score. 

For the above reasons, the appeals fail and are dismissed with costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 307 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Ajit K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Nure Alam Chowdhury) 

IT Reference No. 14 of 1992 

Commissioner of lncome*tax 
vs. 

Algemene Bank Nethariand 

Decided on 4-8-1993 

BAD DEBT — Assessee bank advancing certain loans — Loans 
not paid — Assessee obtaining decree — After scrutiny assessee 
coming to the conclusion amount not recoverable — Amount 
written off as bad debt — Held, honest judgment on the part of 
the assessee when the debts were written off — Assessee 
had reasonable belief debt could not be realised and hence Justifted 
in writing off. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 36(2). 

FACTS 

Shortly stated, the facts are that the assessee, Algemene Bank Nethar- 
iand, N.V. Is a non-resident company doing banking business In India. 
The A.Y. Involved In this reference Is 1979-80. The assessee claimed 
the following two Items as bad debts while computing the Income from 
business ; 

(I) Associated Industrial Products Co. Rs. 40,26Z/- 

(II) Mining & Equipment Manufacturers Rs. 6,122/- 
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Regarding the first item, the said partif was given overdraft facUity on 
the pledge of goods. The party did not repay the loan. The pledged 
goods were sold during the previous year under consideration and a 
sum of Rs. 503 was realised. After getting the report dated 8.2.1978 
of a private Investigator who reported that there was no chance of any 
recovery, the balance of Rs. 40,2627- due from that party was written 
off as bad debt. By an order of the Court the partners of the aforesaid 
debtor firm were declared Insolvent. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that whether a debt has become bad or not is 
essentially a question of fact and must be considered in the context and 
setting of facts of a particular case. In this case, no one has challenged 
the reports of the private investigator. The bank, as a prudent business 
concern, may, on the facts of a particular case, bonafidely decide that there 
is no ray of hope of recovery of any part of the debt. The Hon’ble court 
held that on the facts and in the circumstances of this case, the assessee 
could reasonably hold the belief that the debt cannot be reasonably expected 
to be realised. This is a case of honest judgment on the part of the assessee 
at the time when the debts were written off in the light of the events up 
to that stage and not in the light of later happenings. The fact that the 
debtors have no assets and even the partners of the firm were declared 
insolvent was a sufficient indication that the debt could not be realised any 
further. The questions were answered in favour of the assessee. 

Case referred to : 

Jethabhai Hirjl and Jethabhal Ramdas vs. CJT (1979) 120 ITR 792 
(Bom.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below ■: 

JUDGMENT 

(Ajlt K. Sengupta, J.) 

In tills reference under section 256(2} of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the 
Act’) for the assessment year 1979-80, the following questions of law have 
been referred to this Court 

"1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was correct in law in holding that the loans of Rs. 40,262 
and Rs. 6,122 for the Associated Industrial Products Company 
and Mining and Equipment Manufacturers, respectively, have 
become recoverable in the relevant year and in that view in 
allowing the assessee’s claim of bad debts for the above sums? 

St. Whether, there was any material for the Tribunal to hold that 
assessee could Tiave entertained a bona fide belief that the 
; : loans of Rs. 40,262 and Rs. 6,122 from Associated Industrial 
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Products Company ami Mbiing acKi £c|ii4;»nm)t MuiidacturcTs, 
respectively, became recoverable arid whetimr stidi fltMling arid 
order of the Tribunal is otiierwise urueasohable and perverse?* 

Shortly stated, the facts are that die assessee, Algemene,Bauk Netharland, 
N. V. is a non-resident company doing banking business in India. The A. Y. 
involved in this reference is 1979-80. 

The assessee claimed the following two items as bad debts while computing 
the income from business: 

(i) Associated Industrial Products Co. Rs. 40,262/- 
(il) Mining & Equipment Manufacturers Rs. 6,122/- 

Regarding the first item, the said party was given overdraft facility on the 
pledge of goods. The party did not repay the loan. The pledged goods were 
sold during the previous year under consideration and a sum of Rs. 503' 
was realised. After getting the report dated 8.2. 1978 of a private Investigator 
who reported that there was no chance of any recovery, the balance of 
Rs. 40,262 due from that party was written off as bad debt. By an order 
of the Court the partners of the aforesaid debtor firm were declared Insolvent. 
The no rejected the claim of the assessee on the ground that the assessee 
obtained a decree in its favour and so tiicre was still a chance of realisation 
of the debt. On appeal, the Commissioner (Appeals) confirmed the action 
of the no. 

Regarding the second item of Rs. 6, 122, the assessee had obtained a decree 
against the said party and so the nO disallowed the seune on the only ground 
that there was a chance of recovery. On appeal, the Commissioner (Appeals) 
confirmed the action of the nO. 

The assessee appealed to the Tribunal and contended that the loans were 
given in the ordinary course of the banking business carried on by the 
assessee. In the calendar year 1978 which is the relevant previous year, 
the assessee came to the clear conclusion on the basis of the investigation 
made by it that these loans had become irrecoverable notwithstanding the 
fact that decrees had been obtained against the parties. Relying on the 
decision in the case of Jethabhal Hirji and Jethabhai Ramdas vs. CIT 
(1979) 120 ITR 792 (Bom.), it was urged that the claim of the assessee 
should have been allowed as the assessee bonafidely believed that the loans 
had Indeed become irrecoverable and so wrote off the same from its books 
of account. On the other hand, it was urged on behalf of the department 
that there was still hope of recovery because of the decrees obtained by 
the assessee even though tlie investigation of the assessee showed that there 
were no assets of the debtors to satisfy the decrees. 

The Tribunal considered the contentions of both the parties as well as the 
facts on record. They found that the only ground for disallowing the two 
amounts under consideration as given by the revenue authorities was that 
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there was still a chance of recovery. The Tribunal found that if the assesses 
was bonafidely convinced that the debt had become bad, then the S2une 
could be written off and claimed as deduction even though some legal 
proceedings wer . pending for recovery of the said debt. This was the ratio 
of the decision in the case of Jethabhal Hlrjl and Jethabhal Ramdas (supra). 
The Tribunal went through the report of the Investigating Officer received 
by the assessee In the calendar year 1978 and was satisfied that the assesses 
could have entertained a bona fide belief that the two loans under consideration 
had become Irrecoverable. Hence, the Tribunal allowed the claim of the 
assessee in respect of the two items under consideration. 

No one appeared for the assessee. Accordingly, Mr. J.P. Khaitan, Advocate, 
was appointed amicus curiae and he has ably assisted the Court. He has 
submitted that the second question zdlowed by the Court which challenges 
the finding of fact being perverse was not raised by the Commissioner. 
There is no doubt substance in this contention but the matter ezm be decided 
on the facts found and/or admitted by the Tribunal. The only question which 
falls for consideration is whether the debt had become bad during the - 
previous year under consideration. The bank obtained a report dated 
8.2. 1978 of a private investigator. This report states that one of the debtors, 
Mining and Equipment Manufacturer did not have any asset in order to 
repay the debt and no legal proceeding for realisation of the dues would 
be justified. Similarly, in the case of the other debtor, l.e.. Associated 
Industrial Products Co., a private investigator was engaged to enquire into 
the financial position of the said debtor and on 2.1.1978, the Investigator ' 
reported that there were no assets out of which the assessee could hope 
to recover the amount due to it by the said concern and both the partners 
of the said concern had been declared insolvent by the Court. The only 
ground on which the foresaid amounts were disallowed is that there was 
still chance of recovery at the end of the previous year because the assessee 
obtained decrees against the debtor and the Court proceeding had not yet ■ 
come to an end. It is no doubt true that the suits were filed and decrees 
were obtained but merely because the suits were filed and decrees were 
obtained but merely because the suits were decreed cannot lead to the , 
conclusion that there is still hope for a possibility of recovering the debts 
or the debts are realisable. As a matter of fact the partners of one of the 
debtors (Associated Industrial Products) were declared insolvent. The question 
is not whether a decree has been obtained or the firm is in existence or 
the partners arc traceable. The question is whether having regard to the 
facts and circumstances of the case, the assessee could have entertained 
a bona fide belief that the aforesaid two amounts of debt bec<ime irrecov- 
erable and whether it would be unwise as a prudent businessman to proceed 
with the execution of the decrees or to institute proceedings against the 
partners who might have been traceable. 

Whethet a debt has become bad or not is essentially a question of fact 

% 
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wd must be considered In the context and setting of facts of a particular 
case. It is no doubt true that the debt becomes bad not when the creditor 
(assessee) is minded to treat It so at a particular time but at and from the 
particular point of time it was no longer possibly to recover, as the debtor 
had no means or zissets to repay and the circumstances made it plain that 
recovery would not be possible. In tills case,- no one has challenged the 
reports of the private Investlgatlor . The bank, as a prudent business concern, 
may, on the facts of a particular case, bonafldely decide that there is no 
ray of hope of recovery of any part of the debt. In view of the involved 
circumstances of the debtor, continuance of the proceedings for recovery 
may be found to be utterly meaningless as the only result of such pursuit 
is that good money would be spent without any hope of return. If the debtors 
have no assets, decree will remain unexecutable and will be mere paper 
decree. 

In our view, on the facts and in the circumstances of this case, the assessee 
could reasonably hold the belief that the debt cannot be reasonably expected 
to be realised. The assessee, a non-Indian banking company, on the strength 
of the reports of the investigators, which have not been challenged by the 
revenue, felt honestly convinced that the financial position of the debtors 
was so precarious and shaky that it would be impossible to collect any money 
from them. This is a case of honest Judgment on the part of the assessee 
at the time when the debts were written off in the light of the events up 
to that stage and not in the light of later happenings. The later happenings 
only justify the belief which was formed at the time of writing off of the 
debts. The facts that the debtors have no assets and even the partners of 
the firm were declared insolvent was a sufficient indication that the debt 
could not be realised any further. The decrees are merely paper decrees 
which does not establish that there was still a chance of realisation of the 
debts. 

For the reasons aforesaid, the first question is answered in the affirmative 
and in favour of the assessee; the first part of the second question is also 
answered in the affirmative and the second part in the negative, both in 
favour of the assessee. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Chowdhury, J. - I agree. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’blc Mr. Justice Ajit K. Sengupta & 

i ion’ble Mr. Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen) 

IT Reference No. 74 of 1990 

S.P. Jaiswal Estates (P) Ltd. 
vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

Decided on 22.9.1993 

INDUSTRIAL COMPANY — Aeaessee running hotel — Having more 
than 50% income from manufacture of eatables, food and drinks 
— Claiming to be industrial company — Held, assessee carrying 
on manufacture or processing of goods — Entitled to benefits of 
industrial company. 

Finance Act, 1982 — Section 2(7){c). 

FACTS 

This reference relates to the A.Y. 1982-83. The assessee company runs 
a 5-Star hotel In Calcutta stalled ‘Hotel Hindustan International'. The 
only Issue Inuolued In this reference relates to the rate of Income-tax 
chargeable on the total Income of the assessee company for the year 
under reference. The ITO charged tax at the rate of 65% by treating 
the assessee as a non-industrial company. This order was confirmed in 
appeal by the CITIA) as well as the Tribunal. 

DECISION 

In order to claim investment allowance under section 32A, the assessee 
must own an industrial undertaking and the relevant machinery or plant 
should be installed and used for the purposes of business of construction, 
manufacture or production of any article or thing. The activity of processing 
is not referred to in sub-section (2) of section 32A but the definition of 
industrial undertaking as contained in section 2(7)(c) of the Rnance Act, 
1982 specifically provides that a company will be an industrial company 
even when it is engaged in the processing of goods. There can be no doubt 
that in the process of manufacturing eatables, food and drinks, the assessee- 
compamy does carry out a processing activity through different raw-materials 
like vegetables, meat, fish, spices and so on for catering to the needs of 
the customers. The income from such activity is clearly seen to be more 
than 5 1 per cent of the total income as assessed by the ITO for the assessment 
year under reference. The activity carried out In a restaurant was nothing 
but manufacture or processing of goods and the assessee company running 
a restaurant is an industrial company within the meaning of section 2(7)(c) 
of the Finance Act, 1978. The word ‘processing’ was broad enough to 
take in the activity of processing of goods and rendering the eataUes fit 
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for selling them to its aiston»rs. The Hon'hle Court was, iherefore, of 
the view that the a^ssee Is an industrial company within toe meaning of 
section 2(7)(c) of the Rruince Act, 1982 and is accordingly chargeable to 
concessional rate. 

Caeca rcfencd to : 

1. CIT us. S.P. Jalswal Estates (P) Ltd. (1992) 196 ITR 179 (Cal.) 

2. CIT vs. Sky Room (P) Ltd. (1992) 195 ITR 763 (Cal.) 

3. CIT vs. Casino (P) Ltd. (1973) 91 ITR 289 (Ker.) 

4. G.A. Renderlan Ltd. vs. CIT (1984) 145 ITR 387 (Cal.) 

5. Chowgule & Co. (P) Ltd. vs. UOI AIR 1981 SC 1014 

6. Nu-Look (P) Ltd. vs. CIT (1986) 157 ITR 253 (Del.) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

/Ajit K. Sengupta, J.) 

In this reference under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, made 
at the instance of the assessee, the following questions have been referred 
to this Court: 

“1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified In holding that the company was not an 
industrial company mainly engaged in manufacture of goods? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstarrces of the case, the 
T ribunal was Justified in holding that the rate of income-tax applicable 
to the company will be that applicable to a non-industrial company?” 

•s 

This reference relates to the income-tax assessment of the assessee company 
for the previous year ending on 26.10.1981 corresponding to the A.Y. 
1 982-83 . The assessee company runs a 5-Star hotel in Calcutta styled ‘ Hotel 
Hindustan International’. The only issue involved in this reference relates 
to the rate of income-tax chargeable on the total income of the assessee 
company for the year under reference. The ITO charged tax at the rate 
of 65% by treating the assessee as a non-industrial company. This order 
was confirmed in appeal by the CIT{A) as well as by the Tribunal. The case 
of the assessee is that it is an Industrie company and it should be charged 
to tax at the rate of 60 per cent utoich is applicable to an industrial company 
under the Finance Act, 1982. At the outset we would like to mention that 
this Court has considered the case of the assessee-company in the context 
of its claim for Investinent allowance under section 32AB of the Act In 
respect of the assessment year 1981-82. There the question was utoether 
the Tribunal was Justified in law in holding that production of any article 
or thing within the meaning of section 32A of the Act and in t^t view 
whether the assessee was entitled to get investment allowance under that 
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section. This Court held that an assessee who claims an investment aUowance 
under section 32A has to be an industrial undertaking carrying on the 
business of manufacturing and producing any article or thing. The business 
of hotel is distinct and separate from an industrial undertaking manufacturing 
or producing articles. Though a hotel also produces eatables from raw 
materials, such manufacturing or producing of goods that may be involved 
therein is only incidental or ancillary to the business of hotel running. There 
Is no scope for separation of the integrated activity of the Industrial 
undertaking and treating any part thereof as an activity of the nature referred 
to in section 32A. Therefore, this Court held that preparation of food in 
a hotel does not constitute manufacture of production of any acticle or thing 
within the meaning of section 32A and the assessee running the hotel is 
not entitled to investment allowance under the said section. The decision 
of this Court in CIT us. S.P. Jatswal Estates (P) Ltd. (1992) 196 ITR 179. 

Having regard to the decision of this Court in the assessee’s own case for 
the assessment year 1981-82, there would have been no difficulty in 
answering the first question in the affirmative and against the assessee, but 
on reading the statement of the case as sent by the Tribunal as well as 
the order of the Tribunal, it appears to us that the real controversy involved 
in this case in relation to the assessment year 1982-83 is not whether the 
assessee-company could be said to have been engaged in the manufacture 
of good; but the controversy is whether the assessee could be said to be 
an industrial company or not for the purpose of determining the rate of 
taxes applicable to it under the relevant Finance Act, 1982. Therefore, 
it is necessary to reframe question No. 1 as under: 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
was justified in holding that the assessee-company was not an industrial 
company ?” 

At the hearing of this reference Mr. Poddar, the learned counsel appearing 
for the assessee, invited our attention to the definition of the expression 
‘industrial company’ as given in section 2(7)(c) of the Finance Act, 1982. 
It is common ground that the expression ‘Industrial company’ is not defined 
in the Act and its definition is contained only in the relevant Finance Act, 
1982. It would be convenient to set out the said definition of the expression 
‘Industrial company’ as contained in section 2(7)(c). 

(c) ‘industrial company’ means a company which is mainly engaged in the 
business of generation or distribution of electricity or any other form of 
power or in the construction of ships or in the meinufacture or processing 
of goods or in mining. 

Explanation. - For the purposes of this clause, a company shall be deemed 
to be mainly engaged in the business of generation or distribution of 
electricity or any other form of power or in the construction of ships or 
in the mwufacture or processing of goods or in the mining, if the income 
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attrlbutaUe to any one or more of the aforesaid activities inducted in its 
total income of the previous year (as computed before making any deduction 
under Chapter VI-A of the Income-tax Act) is not less than fifty-one per 
cent of such total income. 

Mr. Poddar also drew our attention to Circular No. 103, deted 17.2.1473 
see Taxmann's Direct Taxes Circular, Vol. 1, 1985 edn., p. 1393 issued 
by the CBDT explaining the meaning of industrial company under Expla- 
nation to section 2(7)(d) of the Finance Act, 1966. It was explained by 
Mr. Poddar that the expression ‘Industrie company* is defined each year 
by the relevant Finance Act and the definition as contained in the Finance 
Act, 1982 is on the same lines as contained in the Finance Act, 1966. 
The relevant circular is also set out here-ln-bclow for the sake of convenience: 

“Meaning of industrial company under Explanation to section 2(7)(d): 

1. Under sub-section (7)(d) of section 2 of the Finance Act, 1966, 
an 'industrial company, means a comp>any which is mainly engaged 
in the business of generation or distribution of electricity or any 
other form of goods or in mining. According to the Explanation 
to clause (d) of sub-section (7) of the section 2, a company shall 
be deemed to be mainly engaged in the business of generation 
or distribution of electricity or any other form of power or in the 
construction of ships or in the manufacture or aforesaid activities 
included in its total income for the previous year is not less than 
fifty-one per cent of such total Income. 

2. The question as to the exact meaning of the Explanation to sub- 
section (7)(d) of section 2, came up for the consideration and the 
Board are adVised that an ‘industrial company’ would mean - 

(a) a company which is mainly engaged in the business of generation 
or distribution of electricity or any other form of power or in the 
construction of ships or in the manufacture or processing of goods 
or in mining, even if its income from such activities is less than 
51 per cent of its total income; and 

(b) a company which, even though not mainly so engaged, derives 
in any year 51 per cent or more of its total income from such • 
activities. 

Circular No. 103, dated 17.2.1973 see Taxmann’s Direct Taxes 
Circular, Vol. 1, 1985 edn., p. 1393". 

It was submitted by Mr. Poddar that the assessee-company in course of 
its hotel business has to manufacture and process various types of eatables, 
like vegetable, meat, fish, spices and so on for catering to the needs of 
the customers. The raw materials used in the process are clearly different 
and distinct from the finished product. The finished products like eataUes, 
foods and drinks are even liable to sales tax as sale of goods. From the 
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printed accounts of the asscssee-company for die year under reference, 
Mr. Poddar, the learned counsel for the assessee dr^ our attention to the 


following figures : 

Rs. 

Restaurant receipts from food, beverages account 43,92,799 

Less : Cost of food and beverages consumed 21,60,667 

Earnings from restaurant 22,32,132 

Net Profit as per profit and loss account 17,40,784 

Assessed total income as per the assessment order 22,52,840 


It was submitted by Mr. Poddar that the total income as assessed by the 
ITO in respect of the assessment year 1982-83 now under reference vide 
his order dated 6.11.1984 passed under section 143(3) of the Act was 
Rs. 22,52,840 which included earnings from restaurant to the extent of 
Rs. 22,32,132. In other words earnings from restaurant are more than 
the net profit as per profit and loss account and are also more than 51 
per cent of the assessed total income of the assessee-company for the 
relevant previous year. 

Our attention has been drawn to decision of this Court in C/T os. S/cy Room 
(P.) Ltd. (1992) 195 ITR 763, where the Judgment was delivered on 
7.3.1989. In that case, the question was whether the assessee could be 
treated as an industrial company. The assessee in that case was engaged 
in business wholly in processing goods, rendering them edible and then 
selling them in its restaurants as foodstuff and eatables. In that case, it was 
held that the assessee was engaged in processing of goods and accordingly, 
the Court held that the Sky Room (P) Ltd was an industrial company within 
the meaning of section “2(7)(C) of the Finance Act, 1978. There the court 
held that the word processing’ is broad enough to take in the activity 
of purchasing of goods and rendering them edible and selling them to its 
customers or the guests of the hotel as foodstuff and eatables. 

Our attention has also been drawn to a decision of the Kerala High Court 
in CIT os. Casino (P.) Ltd. (1973) 91 ITR 289, where the Kciate High 
Court held that a hotel was mainly a trading concern. It would not be 
appropriate in the ordinary sense to refer to the production of the food 
material in a hotel as manufacture. This case was distinguished by this Court 
in Sfcy Room (P.) Ltd. (supra), where the Court observed that before the 
Kerala High Court, the categorical finding was that hotel activity was the 
main activity, it was not engaged mainly in the activity of manufacture or 
production of goods. The ratio of the judgment was quite different and was 
^ven in a different context of facts. Accordingly, it was not necessary for 
this Court in Sfcy Room (P.) Ltd. ’s case (supra) follow the decision of the 
I^rala High Court in Casino Pot. Ltd. case (supra). On the otticr hand, 
this Court relied on an earlier decision of this Court in G.A, Renderlan 
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Lid. os. err <1984) 14S ITR 387. in that case, the hssessee, who canted 
on dte btislness of purchasing tea of different quaUttes arui blending the 
same by mixing cxie type with another, claimed that it was an industrial 
company within the meaning of section 2(7Kc) of die Rnance Act, 1978, 
and was entitled to concessKxiat rate of tax. This Court held drat the assessee 
was an industrial company entlded to diis benefit. There, this Court considered 
in detail the meaning of the word ‘processing’. 

There, this Court followed the decision of the Supreme Court In the case 
of Chowgule & Co. (P.) Ltd. vs. Union of India AIR 1981 SC 1014. The 
question involved before the Supreme Court was whether blending of ore 
of different qualities for obtaining ore or requisite specification amounted 
to processing within the contemplation of the Central Sales Tax Act. The 
Supreme Court observed that though the blending of different qualities of 
ore possessing differing chemical and physical composition so as to produce 
ore of the contractucil specification could not be said to involve the process 
of manufacture since the ore that was produced could not be regarded as 
a commercially new and distinct commodity from the ore of different 
specifications blended together, the operation of blending would amount 
to ‘processing’ of ore within the meaning of section 8{3)(b) and rule 13. 
This Court, after considering the aforesaid Supreme Court decision and 
other decisions on this point, held that the word ‘processing’ used in the 
definition of ‘industrial company’ In section 2(7)(c) of the finance Act, 1978, 
has not been defined in the Act, and it must, therefore, interpreted 
according to Its own natural meaning. Webster’s Dictionary gives the 
following meaning of the word ‘process’ to subject to some special process 
or treatment, to subject (especially raw material) to a process of manufacture, 
development or preparation for the market, etc., to convert into maritetable 
form as livestock by slaughtering, grain by milling, cotton by spinning, milk 
by pasteurizing, fruits and vegetaUes by sorting and repacking. Where, 
therefore, any commodity is subjected to process or treatment with a view 
to its ‘development or preparation for the market’ , as, for example, by sorting 
and repacking fruits and vegetables, it would amount to processing of the 
commodity. 

The nature and extent of processing may vary from case to case; in one 
case, the processing may be slight and, in smother, it may be extensive; 
but with each process suffered, the commodity would experience a change. 
Wherever a commodity undergoes a change as a result of some operation 
performed on it or in regard to it, »idi operation would amount to processing 
of the corrunodity. The nature and extent of die change ,1s not material. 
The question is not whether there is manual application of energy or there 
Is application of mechanical force. Whatever be the means employed for 
the purpose of carrying out the operation, it is the effect of tire operation 
on the commodity that is material for the purpose of determining whedier 
the operation constitutes ‘processing’. 
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Mr. Poddar also referred to the decision of the Delhi High Court In Nu- 
Look (P.) Ltd. 05 . CIT (1986) 157 ITR 253. There the assessee-company 
made readymade garments and also carried out tailoring of clothes for 
customers. The making of clothes or garments according to the order of 
customers was held to be a case of manufacturing or processing of goods. 
Mr. Poddar finally submitted that having regard to the principles laid down 
in the aforesaid cases and more particularly In the light of the decision of 
this Court in Sky Room (P.)Ltd. 's case (supra) as well as the Board’s Circular 
referred to hereinabove, the assessee-company must be held to be an 
industrial company within the meaning of section 2(7)(c) of the Finance 
Act, 1982 and should, accordingly, be held to be chargeable to tax at the 
concessional rate of 60 per cent rather than 65 per cent levied by the ITO. 
As already stated earlier, the controversy involved in this reference Is clearly 
different from the one which was considered by this Court in the case of 
the asscssee itself in relation to the assessment year 1981-82, the judgment 
whereof is in S.P. Jaiswal Estates (P.) Ltd.'s case (supra). In order to claim 
investment allowance under section 32A, the assessee must own an industrial 
undertaking an the relevant machinery or plant should be installed and used 
for the purposes of business of construction, manufacture or production 
of any article or thing. The activity of processing is not referred to in sub- 
section (2) of section 32A but the definition of Industrial undertaking as 
contained in section 2(7)(c) of the Finance Act, 1982 specifically provides 
that a company will be an industrial company even when it is engaged in 
the processing of goods. There can be no doubt that in the process of 
manufacturing eatables, food and drinks, the assessee-company does carry 
out a processing activity through different raw-materials like vegetables, 
meat, fish, spices and so on for catering to the needs of the customers. 
The Income from such activity is clearly seen to be more than 51 per cent 
of the total income as assessed by the ITO for the assessment year under 
reference. Although this criterion is not relev 2 tnt in the light of Qrcular 
No. 103, dated 17.2.1983 issued by the CBDT, the CBDT has clarified 
that even if the Income from the activity of manufacti^ m processing of 
goods is less than 51 per cent of its total income, the company may be 
said to be one which is mainly engaged in the business of manufacture or 
processing of goods. The CBDT has, therefore, stated that a company which 
even though not mainly so engaged, derives in any year 51 per cent or 
more of its total Income from such activities like manufacture or processing 
or goods, it can be held to be an Industrial comF>any. 

This very issue was considered by this Court in Sfcy Room (P.) Ltd. ’s case 
(supra). There this Court distinguishing the decision of the Kerala High Court 
in Casino (P.) Ltd. ’s case (supra) held that die activity carried out In a 
res^i$irant was nothing but manufacture or processing of goods and the 
assessee-company running a restaurant in ^at case was held to be an 
industrial company with the meaning of section 2(7)^ of the Fiiuuice Act, 
1978. There the Court held that the word 'processing’ was broad enough 
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to take in the activity of processing of goods and rendering die eatables 
fit for selling them to its customers. 

We are of the view that the assessee is an inchistriai coippany within the 
meaning of section 2(7)fc) of die Finan^ Act, 1982 and is, accordingly, 
chargeable to concessional rate of income-tax. In that view of the matter 
we answer the reframed question No. 1 as well as question No. 2 as referred 
to by the Tribunal in the negative zuid in favour of the assessee. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Shyamaf Kumar Sen, J. - I agree. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 319 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Singhal) 

DBIT Reference No. 71 of 1987 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

M/s Shiv & Brothers 

For the Appellant G.S. Bapna 

For the Respondent N.M. Ranka 

Decided on 7.2.1995 

LEVY OF INTEREST — Return filed at registered firm — Assess- 
ment completed — Assessee having paid more tax and advance- 
tax — Ultimately assessment resulting In a refund — Revenue 
charging interest u/s 139(8) treating the firm as unregistered — 
Held, since tax paid was more than tax levied, no interest chargeable 
— Firm not to be treated as unregistered. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 139(8). 

FACTS & DECISION 

Assessee Is a contractor. The assessment was completed ex-parte at a 
figure of Rs. 82,353/- In the status of registered firm since the assessee 
had paid more tax and advance tax which resulted In a refund. The 
revenue tried to /euy Interest u/s 139(8) treating the firm as unregistered. 
The Hon'ble Court held that this point was covered In the decision of 
this court In CIT vs. Builders Engineers Co. (1 75 ITR 371) and as such 
no Interested was papableand the firm could not be treated as unregistered 
for the purpose of charging Interest u/s 139(8). 

Cases referred to : 

1. Ganesh Dass Sreeram us. ITO, 169 ITR 221 (Raj.) 

2. CIT us. Builders Engineers Co., (1988) Taxadon 91(3) 536 51(4^); 
175 FTR 371 (Raj.) 
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EDITOR’S NOTE 

A similar decision has been taken by ^e R3)i4ithan High Court In C/T us. 
Abhor Engtlsh Wine Merchants Association Beawar In DBIT reference 
No. 74/87. This judgment Is, therefore, not being published. 

Full text of the Judgment te given below : 

JUDGMENT 

By this reference application under Sec. 256(1) of the Income-tax Act 
following question has referred for our opinion 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, where there 
was no tax payable by the firm on ultimate assessment, the Tribunal 
was justified in holding that Interest u/s 139(8) of the l.T. Act, 1961 
Is not chargeable.” 

The assessce derives Income from contract works. There are various defects 
and Irregularities in the maintenance of the books of accounts, finally the 
proviso to Sec. 144 was attracted and Income was assessed at a figure 
Rs. 82,353/- and the tax was assessed at a figure Rs. 4,687/-. The assessee 
has paid more tax and advance tax ultimately he got refund of Rs. 10,393. 
Learned counsel (or assessee Shri Ranka submitted that this issue is squarely 
covered by the decision of their lordship in the case of Ganesh Dass Sree 
Ram us. ITO (169 ITR 221) and also by the decision of this court in the 
case of C/T vs. Builders Engineers Co. (175 rrR371). Wherein the decision 
of their lordship has also been considered and ultimately held that when 
the tax paid more than assessed tax no penalty under Sec. 271(l)(a)(i)(b) 
can be imposed. 

Considering the above referred decisions we answer the question against 
the Revenue and in favour of assessee holding that no interest can be Impo^d 
in cases where the tax assessed is less than tax paid by assessee. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 320 (Ra).) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Singhal) 

D.B.I.T. Reference No. 33 of 1983 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

The Mahindra & Company 

For the Appellant G.S. Bafna 

For the Respondent Anant Kasitwal 

Decided on 20.1.1995 

POWERS OF lAC/DC — Asaca^ng Ofilear complatlng aaaaaaanent 
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u/a 143(3) — Profit art^ng out of amalgamation of IE* Comiiaiiy 
with ‘V’ Company not taxed Levying tax on capita i^iia-Mid 
Income from rant — Aaaeaaae filing ^>peal Amwfiiifea aut ho r i ty 
iMuing directiona to Aaaaaalng Officer to rdcompute capttal galna 
— Aaaeaament reframed — Aaaea^g Officer aending order to lAC 
for direction u/a 144(A) — lAC directing aurphia arMng from 
amalgamation to b* taxed — Held, matter of taxability of eurplua 
already decided in original aaaeaament — • Aaaeaalng Officer cannot 
travel beyond the directiona laaued by appellate authority •>' Power 
of lACu/a 144(A) not to extend ji^adictionof ITO — Such powera 
only meant for guidance — Direction of the lAC invalid. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 144(A). 

PACTS 

Assessment for the period 31.12.1971 was completed biflTO u/s 143(3). 
The assessee claimed deduction u/s 47{vl) being the profit arising out 
of amalgamation of ‘E’ Company with V' Company. ITO accepted the 
claim of the assessee who brought to tax other Income such as capital 
gain and Income from rent. The assessee challenged the assessment in 
appeal and the AAC set aside the assessment for the purpose of recomputing 
capital gains. The ITO reframed the assessment and referred the same 
to the lAC u/s 144(A). A direction was given by the lAC that the profit 
arising out ofamalgamation'was liable to tax. This direction was challenged 
before the Tribunal and the Tribunal held that the direction given by 
the lAC was not valid In law. Being aggrieved, the revenue sought 
reference before the High Court. 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble High Court held that initially the claim was accepted by die 
ITO and the assessee challenged the liability with regard to capital gain 
and rental income. The AAC has given specific direction that the capital 
gain and rental income is to be recomputed. The ITO was bound by the 
decision of the AAC and his Jurisdiction does not extend beyond recom- 
putatlon of income from these sources. The power u^ich has been given 
to the lAC u/s 144(A) cannot be exercised so as to extend the Jurisdiction 
of the ITO. The power u/s 144(A) could not be invoked for extending die 
Jurisdiction of the ITO which is limited to the extent of directions given 
by the AAC. The reference was decided against the revenue. 

C«a«e referred to: 

1. Rambllas Chandram vs. CIT (1985) 156 ITR 344 (Raj.) 

2. Surrendra Overseas Ltd. us. CIT (1979) 120 ITR 872 (Cal.) 

3. ITO vs. Ryam Sugar Co. Ltd. (1976) 105 ITR 819 (Cal.) 

4. CIT vs. Fundllal Likhabchand (1994ri Tax Worid 353 
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5. Cawnpore Chemical Works Pvt. Ltd. vs. CJT (1992) 197 FTR 
296 (AM.) 

6. CIT vs. Kamla Town Trust (1992) 107 Taxation 2 (AU.)j (1992) 
198 ITR 191 

Full text of the Judgment le given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(V.K. Singhal, J.) 

The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has referred the following questions of 
law arising out of its order dated lOtb Sept., 1981 in respect of assessment 
year 1972-73 u/s 256(1)- of the Income-tax Actr- 

“1. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the 
Tribunai was Justified in upholding the finding of the CIT (Appeals) 
. that provisions of section 52(2) of the IT. Act, 1961 could not 
be invoked in this case and in deleting the addition made on this 
account ? 

2. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the 
Tribunal was Justified in upholding the order of the CIT (Appeals) 
deleting the addition of Rs. 4,29,593/- made by the ITO on account 
of profit on amalgamation of the companies M/s. Eastern Trading 
Syndicate, Jaipur and Shree Vljay Laxml Trading Ltd. , Pall Marwar, 
with the assessee company ?" 

The brief facts of the case are that the assessment of the assessee in respect 
of the period ending on 31st Dec., 1971 was completed by the ITO 
u/s 143(3) of the Act and deduction u/s 47(vi) was claimed for a sum of 
Rs. 4,25,415/- which was the profit arising out of amalgamation of Eastern 
Trading Syndicate Private Ltd. with Shree Vijay Laxmi Trading Company 
Ltd. The Income-tax Officer was of the view that this surplus which has 
been claimed u/s 47(vi) of the /Wt is allowable and the claim appears to 
be proper. Besides allowing this item as not liable to tax the tax was levied 
in respect of different sources of income including the tax on capital gain 
and income from rent etc. ' ’ . 

The assessee has challenged the liability of the capital gains and the rental 
income which was determined by the ITO before the AppeUate Assistant 
Commissioner. The AAC set aside the assessment order for the purpose 
of recomputing the capited gains after affording the .proper opportunity to 
the assessee and for the purpose of recomputing the rental income of the 
property known as 4-Falrlic Place, Calcutta. In respect of other grounds 
of appeal, relief of Rs. 445/- was given to the e^sessee. In pursuance of 
the direction given by the AAC, the ITO framed the assessment order and 
referred the same to the Inspecting Assistant Commissioner u/s 144(A) 
of the Income-tax Act The assessee was given the oiqx>irtunity and after 
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hearing the assessee, a direction was given by die inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner that the profit arising out of amatgamation is Uabie to tax. 
The present cemtroversy is only with regard to diis addition which was made 
by the ITO on the directions being given by die lACras to vdiether lAC 
could have given such a direction u/$ 144(A) in respect of a source of income 
which was considered by him as exempt and not liaUe to tax in die original 
assessment order and for which no appeal was filed by the assessee and 
the directions by the Appellate Authority were only in respect of capital 
gains and income from rent. 

Mr. Bafna has relied the decision of this Court in the case of Rambilas 
Chandram o$. CIT (1985) 156 ITR 344 wherein it was ob^rved that where 
a case is sent back to the ITO without any restrictions, then the ITO can 
make additions of such source of the income of the assessee in the first ' 
assessment, he can make such addition in the fresh order of assessment. 

Learned counsel for the assessee had relied the decision of (1979) 120 
ITR 872 in the case of Surrendra Overseas Ltd. vs. CIT wherein the 
Calcutta High Court has observed that the ITO has no jurisdiction to consider 
on question which was not connected or covered or related to any grounds 
of appeal. If the lAC has set aside the assessment with direction to the 
ITO, the ITO has no jurisdiction to conduct an enquiry beyond the said 
direction and make a fresh assessment without reference to the earlier 
assessment. Reliance has also been placed on the decision of Calcutta High 
Court in ITO vs. Ryam Sugar Co. Ltd. (1976) 105 ITR 819 wherein the 
mistake committed in the original assessment order was tried to be rectified 
while giving affect to the appeal order and the Calcutta High Court was 
of the view that such correction could not be made. Reliance has also been 
placed in the case of CIT vs. Fundllal Likhabchand (1994) 1 Tax Worid 
353, wherein, it was held that where the AAC has only set aside the 
assessment then a fresh assessment has to be made in accordance with 
the directions given by the appiellate authority eund the ITO is bound by ' 
those directions. 

The decision of the Allahabad High Court in the case of Caiunpore Chemical 
Works Pvt. Ltd. vs. CIT (1992) 197 ITR 296 has also been relied to show 
that where the order of the AAC is specific, it is not open to the ITO to 
conduct a fresh enquiry beyond the said directions and to proceed to madte 
a fresh assessment without any reference to the earlier assessment. 

The decision in the case of CIT vs. Kamla Town Trust (1992) 198 ITR 
191 has been relied on the proposition that even if an erronemts decision 
given it operates as res Judicata between the parties and the ITO camxit 
travel beyond the directions and recompute the Income of the assessee. 

We have considered over the matter. From the perusal of the rebprd of 
the assessee, it is evident that initially the question of claiming the dedixition 
u/s 47 (vi) of the Income-tax Act was made by the assessee in respect of 
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surplus which has arisen on account of amalgamation between the Easterr 
Trading Syndicate Private Ltd. and Shree Vljay Laxmi Trading Ltd. Thl 
order of ITO has become final and was not challenged either by the assesse( 
or by the revenue. Even no steps were taken u/s 263 of the Income-ta) 
Act for cancellation of the assessment order on this point. The assessei 
has challenged the liability with regard to capital gains and rental Income 
besides other income which does not include the income from profit on 
account of amalgamation from the two companies. The AAC has given 
specific direction in this case that the capital gains and rental Income 1. 
to be recomputed. While giving affect to the order of AAC, the ITO was 
bound by the direction given by the AAC and his jurisdiction does not exteni 
beyond recomputation of income from these two sources. The power which 
has been given to the lAC u/s 144(A} cannot be exercised so as to exten 
the jurisdiction of the ITO. The power u/s 144(A) is meant only for the 
guidance of the ITO and in a fresh assessment, the lAC may be justifiei 
in giving the direction to the ITO for making assessment in respect of an; 
source of income which has not even been considered by the ITO. In ' 
case where the matter has travelled before the appellate authority may be 
the AAC/CIT (Appeals) or the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, the ITO L 
bound by the direction given by such authority. The power u/s 144(A) coulc 
not be invoked for extending the jurisdiction of the ITO which is limitcc 
to the extent of the directions being given by such an appellate authority. 
The lAC cannot annul or extend the scope of the order of the appellate 
authority. If this interpretation is taken that the lAC has the power to extent 
the Jurisdiction of ITO, the result uiould be that in a particular case ever 
the order passed by the IT AT on a particular point may be considered b; 
the lAC on being referred by the ITO and directions contrary to the ITAT 
could be given in such a case. This is not intended even by the legislature 
and as such the only reasonable conclusion which can be arrived in the 
facts and circumstances of the case or which could be taken is that th' 
jurisdiction of the ITO as well as the lAC in respect of matter where th' 
assessment order has been set aside by the appellate authority is llmltec 
to the extent of the directions being given by such wi authority. Th 
jurisdiction of lAC is co-terminus dte jurisdiction of ITO and lAC canno 
exercise jurisdiction on matters in which ITO has jurisdiction. In respec 
of additions being made on account of capital gains or rental income 
directions could have been given but such directions cannot be given Ir 
respect of any other sources of income. In this case another Important fac 
which has to be taken note of Is that initially while framing assessmen 
u/s 143(3), ITO has already considered the said claim and allowed it b; 
wa> deduction. Sych jui order even if is illegal then the proper remed 
for the revenue was to get it cancelled in the proceeding u/s 263 2 md no 
to cower that point in the proceeding u/s 143(3) read with section 25C 
of Income-tax Act. In these circumstances, we are of ttie view that the 
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Income-tax Appellate Tribunal was justified in holding that the scope of 
assessment made by the Income-tax Officer in pursuance of direction Issued 
u/s 250 of die Income-tax Act by the AAC was limited and die ITO was 
not competent to tax a sum of Rs. 4,29,593/- when at thb time of original 
assessment, the same was not subject matter of appeal. In view of this 
position of law, we answer the first question in favour of the assessee and 
against the revenue. The Tribunal was Justified in upholding the finding 
of the err (Appeals) that provisions of section 52 of the I.T. Act, 1961 
could not be Invoked in this case and in deleting the addidon made on this 
account. There is no necessity to answer the second question. Accordingly, 
the reference is answered In favour of the assessee and against the revenue. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 325 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Y.R. Meena & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Singhal) 

D.B.I.T. Reference No. 33 of 1986 

Kushal Chand Sharma 
vs. 

Commissioner of Wealth-tax 

For the Appellant T.C. Jain 

For the Respondent G.S. Bafna 

Decided on : 12.1.1995 

HUF — Assessee filing return in the status of HUF — Only wife 
having taxable Income — Revenue taxing the assessee as specified 
HUF — Assessee claiming wife of karta not a co-parcener — Rates 
applicable as to a non-specified HUF — Held,'’ the word used In 
the Schedule 1 provides taxing of HUF as specified where at least 
one mentber has taxable wealth — The lady not a co-parcener 
but all the same member of HUF — Liable to be taxed as specified 
HUF. 

Wealth-taoc Act, 1957 — Schedule I, Part I. 

FACTS 

The assessee filed wealth-tax return In the status of HUF. While the 
assessment was completed the WTO applied the rates applicable to 
specified HUF - The assessee pleaded that since the wife of karta Is not 
a co-parcener who can claim partition of HUF, therefore. It will be 
Considered as non-specified HUF. The Tribunal, however, decided in 
favour of the revenue. 

DECISION 

Hon’blc CoOrt held that Schedule I of the Wealth-tax Act provides the 
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rates of tax and in Part I of the Schedule I the rate of tax In re^Mct of 
Individual or HUF have been prescribed. Item 2 of Part I prescribes the 
rate of tax in respect of HUF which has at least one member whose net 
wealth is assessable unuer the Wealth-tax Act. The use of the word 'member' 
in the Schedule of Wealth-tax Act and the provisions of the Hindu law make 
it clear that wife is a member of the family and not a co-parcener. There 
is no requirement under law that the member should be a co-parcerrer. The 
Schedule of Wealth-tax Act has not required that the member should be 
a co-parcener. The concept of Hindu law of a co-parcenery cannot be 
invoked. The reference was decided against the assessee. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Kalifanji Vlthaldas us. CIT (1937) 5 ITR 90 

2. Gowll Buddanna vs. CIT (1966) 60 ITR 293 (SC) 

3. N.V. Narendra Nath us. CWT (1969) 74 ITR 190 

4. SurJIt Lai Chhabda us. CIT (1975) 101 ITR 776 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

The assessee has prayed before the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal for 
making reference to this court in respect of two questions, but only one 
question was referred in respect of assessment year 1976-77 u/s 27(1) 
of the Wealth-tax Act, which is as under :- 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the correct 
status of the assessee was specified HUF or otherwise." 

The return of wealth was filed by the assessee in respect of the period ending 
on Deewall 1975 on 1.7.1976 showing the status as HUF. The Wealth- 
tax Officer determined the net wealth-tax and charged the tax which was 
applicable to the specified HUF. In appeal before the CIT (Appeals) it was 
found that since no reasons have been given in the assessment order, 
therefore, the' matter should be examined again by the Wealth-tax Officer 
^ls to why the status of specified HUF is taken. The assessee against the 
order of the CIT (A) approached the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal by way 
of second appeal and contended that the only member of HUF having taxable 
wealth is the wife of Karta and since the wife is not a co-parcener who 
can claim partition of HUF, therefore. It should be considered to be non- 
speclfied HUF. The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal observed that there is 
no difference between the term Joint Hindu Family which is used in the 
Hindu Law and undivided family which is used in the Income-tax Act and 
Wealth-tax Act but have used the word ‘member’ instead of ‘co-parcener’ 
and wife being the member qf HUF, the status of the assessee has to be 
treated as that of specified. 

We have considered over the matter. Wife is not a co-parcener under Hindu 
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Law md to to matntmance otrt of husband's piopefty and has to 

that extent an Interest In his property. She cannot demsuul partition but, 
if a partition takes place betweai her husband and sons ^ is entitled to 
receive ^are equal to that of a son. 

Co*parcenery Is narrower than Joint Family. A person u4io acquires by 
birth an interest In Joint or co-parcenery property Is a co-parcener. Joint 
Hindu Family constituting co-parcenery is required to have a common male 
ancestor with lenient descendant in the main line whereas a Joint Hindu 
Family consists of adl persons lenientiy descendant from a common ancestor 
and includes their wife and unmarried daughters. 

In Kalyanjl Vlthaldas us. CIT (1937-5 ITR 90) the Privy Council has made 
a distinction between co-parcenery and a Hindu Undivided Family and it 
was held that female can be a member of Hindu Undivided Family. In this 
case Mooiji owned the property as a separate property, which was gifted 
by him to his sons Kanji and Sewdas who had no sons. It was further held 
that the assessment has to be made as an individual till a son is bom. In 
Gotu/i Buddanna us. CIT (1966-60 ITR 293) it was held by the Apex Court 
that a single male co-parcener living with his mother and two sisters can 
constitute a Hindu Undivided Family. In this case the property was ancestral 
in the hand of father and after his death devolved by survivorship on the 
son and he was the only male co-parcener. The reduction of number of 
co-parcener was considered not a relevant factor. In N.V. Narendra Nath 
us. CWT (1969 74 ITR 190) the principle of Gowit Buddanna's came were 
followed and this was also a case of single co-parcener with his wife and 
two daughters, and, it was held that a joint family can consist of single 
male member and his wife and daughters, and there is nothing in the scheme 
of the Wealth-tax Act to suggest that the Hindu Undivided Family has an 
assessable unit must consist of at least two male members. In Surjit Lai 
Chhabda us. CIT (1975 101 ITR 776), the assessee has no son zmd it 
was found that the property was not asset of a pre-existing joint family 
of which the assessee was a member and it became an item of Joint Family 
for the first time when the'assessce threw his separate property into the 
family hotchjDot. In respect of his own separate property which was so thrown 
of which the assessee was full owner, it was held that since he had no son 
at that point of time when the property was converted as Joint Family 
Property, the Income of such property has to be considered as the income 
of the Individual and not of Hindu Undivided Family. It was observed by 
Chandrachud, J.; 

"the joint Hindu family is thus a larger body consisting of a group of 
persons who are united by the tie of sapindashlp arising by birth, 
marriage or adoption. The fundamental principle of the Hindu Joint 
Family is the sapindashlp. Without that it is impossible to form a joint 
Hindu family. If is the family relation, the saplnda relation which 
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distinguishes the Joint family and is of its very essence . .. The aiiqidlant’s 
wife became his sapinda on her marriage with him. The dau^ter too, 
on her birtit, became a sapinda and until she leaves the family by 
marriage, the tie of : ipindashlp will bind her to the family of her bt^." 

Schedule I of the Wealth-tax Act provides the rates of tax and in part I 
of the said schedule, the rate of tax in respect of individual orHlndu undivided 
family have been prescribed. Item 2 of part 1 prescribes the rate of tax 
in respect of Hindu undivided family which has at least one member whose 
net wealth is assessable under the Wealth-tax Act. 

The use of the word ‘member’ in the schedule of Wealth-tax Act, in the 
light of the decision of the Apex Court and the provisions of Hindu Law 
make it clear that the wife is a member of the family and is not a co-parcener. 
There is no requirement under law that the member should be a co-parcener. 
The Apex Court Itself has considered wife as a member and since the 
schedule of the Wealth-tax Act has not required that the member should 
be a co-parcener, the concept of Hindu Law of a co-parcenery cannot be 
invoked. 

It is not in dispute that the wealth of the wife of the Karta is a taxable 
wealth and she is also a member of the family. In these circumstances, 
we are of the view that the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal was Justified in 
coming to the conclusion that the correct status of the assessee was specified 
HUF. 

Consequently, the Reference is answered in favour of the revenue and against 
the assessee. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 328 (P&H) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 
(Before Hon’ble Mrs. Justice H.K. Sandhu) 

Criminal Misc. A. No. 8085-A of 1992 

M/s Amrit Lai & Co. & Others 
vs. 

. Income-tax Officer, Ward 1, Ferozpur 

For the Appellant S.M. Lai Arora 

For the Respondent R.P. Sawhney 

Decided on 1.2.1994 

PROSECUTION — Assessing Officer finding assessee accepting 
cash loans of Rs. 17,000/- on 24.6.1988, 40,000/- on 6.9.1988. 
12.000/- on 1.10.1988 and 10,000/- on 13.5.1988 — Prose- 
cutioB proceedings for offences u/s 276-DD read with Section 
27 6B launched — PetitioncQL approaching High Court for quash- 
ing proceedings — Main ground taken after amendment w.e.f. 
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1 .4. 1989, vkdatiotts <of provIsiiNw of SoctfoM 269*T ao morapmal 
— Held, offences committed prior to amendment — Penal 
visions eidstent when offences conunitted *— Prosecution rightly 
invoked. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 269-T, 276-’DD and 278-B. 

FACTS 

Income-tax Officer, Ward No. 1, Ferozpur filed a complaint agaln$t 
Ws Amrit Lai & Company through Its partners for an offence (✓« 
276-DD read with section 278B of the income-tax Act. The complaint 
was filed on the allegations that the petitioners submitted their Income- 
tax return on 15.3.1990 at J?s. 52,050/- and the assessment was 
completed at a net taxable Income of Rs. 54,050/- vide order dated 
30. 10.1 990. During the course of assessment proceedings the t/ien ITO 
found that the assessees had accepted Rs. 17,000/- on 24.6.1988, 
Rs. 40,000/- on 6.9.1988, Rs. 12,000/- on 1.10.1988 In cash from Shri 
MllkhI Ram son of Kalu Ram and they accepted Rs. 10,00^- In cash 
from Shrl MllkhI Ram son of Blharl Lai on 13.5.1988, otherwise than 
by account payee cheque or account papee drafts in contravention of 
the provisions of Section 269 SS of the Income-tax Act, 1961. The 
present petition has been filed bp the firm through its partners i/s 482 
Cr. P.C. for quashing the complaint referred above, 

DECISION 

A perusal of the complaint as filed by the respondent in the Court of Chief 
Judicial Magistrate, Ferozpur shows that the complaint was filed 
u/s 276-DD read'wlth Section 276B of the Income-tax Act, 1961 and the 
petitioners were alleged to' have contravened the provisions of Section 
269-SS of the income-tax Act by accepting various amounts otherwise than 
by account payee cheques or account payee drafts. Later on this section 
was amended with effect from 1.4. 1989 and the w^ ‘10’ was substituted 
by ‘20’. it is thus evident that in the year 1988 the petitioners could not 
accept or receive any amount beyond a sum of Rs. 10,000/- othenvise 
than by account payee cheque or account payee bank draft. As per averments 
made in the complaint they had received an amount of Rs. 17,000/- on 
24.6.1988, Rs. 40,000/- on 6.9.1988 and Rs. 12,000/- on 1-10-1988 
in cash and prima facie they were liable for contravention of the provisions 
of the above referred section. It is correct that Section 276-DD was omitted 
with effect from 1-4-1989, but the contravention was alleged to have been 
made by the petitioners in the 'year 1988. Prima facte it was open for 
the ITO to launch prosecution in respect of acts or omissions committed 
during the p>eriod the provisions of repeal or unamended sections were 
operative. Section 276'DD was in operation at the time the payments wtte 
alleged to have been accepted by the petitioners and suteequent repeal 
of the section will not exonerate the petitioners of the violation, any. 
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committed by tfiem. The Hon'Wc Court, therefore, held that the petlUon 
Is without any merit and, dicreforc, dismissed. 

Full of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Harmohlnder Kaur Sandhu, J.) 

M/s Amrlt Lai and Company, Guni Harsahal, which is a registered firm 
constituted by four partners l.e. petitioners No. 2 to 5 carried on its business 
at Guru Harsahal. Income-t 2 uc Officer, Ward No. 1, Ferozepur, filed a 
complaint against M/s Amrit Lai and Company through its partners for 
an offence under Section 276-DD read with Section 278-B of the Income- 
tax Act. The complaint was filed on the allegations that the petttioners 
submitted their Income tax return on 15-3-1990 at Rs. 52,050/- and the 
assessment was completed at a net taxable Income of Rs. 54,050/- vide 
order dated 30-10-1990. During the course of assessment proceedings the 
then Income-tax Officer had accepted Rs. 17,000/- on 24-6-1988, 
Rs. 40,000/- on 6-9-1988, Rs. 12,000/- on 1-10-1988, in cash from Shri 
Milkhi Ram Son of Kalu Ram and they accepted Rs. 10,000/- in cash from 
Shri Milhl Ram Son of Bihari Lai on 13-5-1988, otherwise than by account 
payee cheque or account payee drafts in contravention of the provisions 
of Section 269-SS of the Income-tax Act, 1961. Petitioners No. 2 and 
5 were partners of the firm and were directly connected and were in charge 
of and responsible to the firm in the conduct of its day-to-day business. 
So they were liable for the alleged offence. 

The present petition has been filed by the firm through its partners under 
Section 482 Cr.P.C. for quashing the complain referred above Annexure 
P/1 and other proceedings initiated on the basis of the same pending In 
the Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Ferozepur. It was alleged that after 
April 1, 1989 violation of provisions of Section 269-1 was no more penal 
but the Income-tax Officer by misusing his power as a public servant filed 
the complaint and the learned trial Court without applying Its mind to this 
aspect of the case summoned them which was clearly a misuse orf the process 
of the Court. It was further alleged that partnership deed Annexure P/2 
made it abundantly clear that petitioners No. 3 to 5 were sleeping partners 
being ladies and they had no concern with the conduct of the business of 
the firm. The Income-tax return was neither signed nor submitted by them. 
Verification of the return was signed fay Amrit Lai, petitioner, yet they were 
wrongly assigned as accused. 

In the written statement filed by the respondent the averments made In 
the petition were denied and it wasi. alleged that although verification of 
the return was signed by Amrit Lai, yet petitioners No. 3 to 5 were 
responsible for carrying on business of die firm. It was furdier maintained 
that although Sections 276-DD and 276-E were omitted by Director Tax 
Laws (Amendment) Act, 1987 yet the violations of the provisions prior to 
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the date of omission remained penal and the petittoners were prime facte 
liable for die offence for wt^k^ diey were suimnoned. 

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and have perused the record. 

A perusal of the complaint as filed by the respondent in the court of Chief 
Judicial Magistrate, Ferozepur shows that the complaint was filed under 
Section 276-DD read with Section 276-B of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(Assessment Year 1989-90) and the petitioners were alleged to have 
contravened the provisions of Section 269-SS of the Income-tax Act by 
accepting various amounts otherwise than by account payee cheque or 
account payee drafts. The copy of the complaint as attached with the present 
petition Annexure P/1 was not a correct copy as the complaint here was 
shown to have been filed under Section 276-E. U/s 269-SS no person 
could take or accept from any other person any loan or deposit otherwise 
than by an account payee cheque or account payee bank draft after the 
30th day of June 1984, If — 

(a) The amount of such loan or deposit or the aggregate amount of 
such loan or deposit; or 

(b) On the date of taking or accepting such loan or deposit, any loan 
or deposit taken or accepted earlier by such person from the 
depositer'is remaining unpaid (whether repayment has fallen due 
or not) the amount or the aggregate amount remaining unpaid; or 

(c) The amount or the aggregate amount referred to in clause (a) 
together with the amount or the aggregate amount referred to in 
clause (b) is Rs. 10,000/- or more. 

Later on this section was amended with effect from 1-4-1989 and the word 
‘10’ w^.s substituted by ‘20’. It is thus evident that In the year 1988 the 
petitioner could not accept or receive any amount beyond a sum of 
Rs. 10,000/- otherwise than by account payee cheque or account payee 
bank draft. As per averments made In tt>e complaint they had received an 
amount of Rs. 17,000/- on 24-6-1988, Rs. 40,000/- on 6-9-1988 and 
Rs. 12,000/- on 1-10-1988 in cash and prima-facie they were liable for 
contravention of the provisions of the above referred section. 

It was argued on behalf of the petitioners that the contraventions of the 
provisions of Section 269-SS were punishable under Section 276-BB, but 
that Section was omitted with effect from 1-4-1989 and at the time when 
the assessment return was submitted by the petitioners, the violation of 
the provisions was no longer penal and the complaint was filed by the 
Income-tax Officer by misusing his powers. This contention of the learned 
counsel, however, does not hold good. It is correct that section 276-DD 
was omitted with effect from 1st April, 1989, but the contravention was 
alleged to have been made by the petitioners in the year 1988. Unless 
a different Intention appears the repeal does not affect Inter flila any 
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Investigation, legal proceedings or remedy In respect of any such right 
privUlegc, obligation, liability, penalty etc. Prima-facle it was open for the 
Income-tax Officer to launch prosecution In respect of acts or omissions 
committed during the period the provisions of repeal or unamended sections 
were operative. Section 276-DD was in operation at the time the payments 
were alleged to have been accepted the petitioners and subsequent repeal 
of the section will not exonerate the petitioners of the violation, If any, 
committed by them. 

It was next urged on behalf of the petitioners that as per terms of the 
partnership deed, petitioners No. 3 to 5 who were ladles were sleeping 
partners and they were not in charge of the conduct of the business of 
the firm. They had not submitted any return and they were only involved 
in the case. The complaint against them was liable to quashed on this ground 
alone. In support of his contention the learned, counsel relied on the case 
of Murarl Lai and others os. Income-tax Officer, 'A' Ward, Hissar. In 
this case the return of the petitioner firm was signed and verified by one 
partner who had also signed the statement of accounts. Subsequently It 
was found that there had been false entries in the accounts. Proceedings 
were, therefore, initiated under Section 276-C of the Income-tax Act. It 
was no-where alleged by the complainant that the three other partners apart 
from the one who had signed the statements of accounts were In charge 
of and responsible to the firm for the conduct of the business of the firm 
at the time of the alleged offence so it was held that no criminal liability 
could be fixed on them and the complaint as well as all the proceedings 
taken in consequence thereof against those persons were quashed. This 
authority is not applicable to the facts of the present case as in jjara No. 6 
of the complaint it is specifically mentioned that all the partners of the 
firm were directly connected and were in charge of and were responsible 
to the firm in the conduct of its business. So, it cannot be said that there 
are no averments to that effect. The question whether they were sleeping 
partners and they had nothing to do with the conduct of business of the 
firm is to be determined only after evidence is led to that effect. The 
allegations made in the complaint prima-facle make out a case against the 
petitioners. No ground for quashing the complaint is made out and I find 
that the petition is without any merit. The same is hereby dismissed. 
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(1335) 135 Tasudlotk 333 (CuJ.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice O.T. Nanavatl & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice S.M. Sonl) 

IT Reference No. 387 of 1980 
Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Peas Industrial Engineers (P) Ltd. 

For the Appellant : B.J. Shelat 

For the Respondent : D.A. Mehta, R.K. Patel and K. C. Patel 

Decided on : 31.3.1993 

DEPRECIATION — Aseeeeee entering Into an agreement with a 
•leter company to acquire their know-how and drawings for 
manufacturing certain products — Paying lump sum amount — 
Amount paid added to cost of machinery — Revenue holding the 
said amount not to be added to the cost of machinery for the 
purpose of depreciation — Held, technical know-how In the form 
of drawing and design and so also travelling expenses in connec- 
tion with the same to be added for determining actual cost — 
Assessee entitled to depreciation on the total cost. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 43(1). 

FACTS 

The assessee entered Into an agreement on 3. 6. 1 969 with Meetler*s Sons 
Ltd. of Switzerland to make their know-how available for manufacturing 
certain products in India. For obtaining this know-how and the drawings, 
the assessee, in all, paid Rs. 1,08,000/- to the foreign company. The 
assessee had Incurred travelling expenses amounting to Rs. 1 7,219/- In 
connection with the acquisition of this technical know-how and the 
drawings. During the A.Y. 1971-72, the said amounts were taken to 
the machinery account and were, thus, capitalised. It then claimed 
depreciation on the basis of the increased cost of the said assets. The 
T ribunal held that the assessee was entitled to capitalise the expenditure 
In the manner in which It did and that depreciation was allowable on 
this asset. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that it cannot be disputed that the amount udilch 
was paid by the assessee for the purpose of acquiring technical kiK>w-how 
and drawings and the travelling expenses Incurred by it were edso for the 
purpose of bringing such assets into existence. The Tribunal was, therefore, 
right In holding that the travelling expenditure was required to be taken 
Into consideraticm for determining die actual cost of the asset and that the 
assessee was entitled to depreciation thereof. 
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Caaes referred to : 

1. CIT vs. Elecon Engd. Co. Ltd. (1974) 96 ITR 672 (GuJ.) 

2. CIT vs. Elecon Engg. Co. Ltd. (1987) Taxation 86(2) 2 (SQ; 

(1987) 166 ITR 66 (SQ 

3. CIT vs. Polgchem Ltd. (1975) 98 ITR 574 (Bom.) 

4. Challapalh Sugars Ltd. os. CIT (1975) 98 ITR 167 (SQ 

Full text of the Judgment ie given below : 

JUDGMENT 

{G.T. Nanavatl, J.) 

The faefs necessary (or answering this reference are that the assessee entered ' 

into an agreement on 3.6.1969 with Meetler’s Sons Ltd. of Switzerictnd 
to make their know-how available for manufacturing certain products in 
India. For obtaining this know-how and the drawings, the assessee, in all, I 
paid Rs. 1,08,000/- to the foreign company. The assessee had incurred | 
travelling expenses amounting to Rs. 17,219/- in connection with the ] 
acquisition of this technical know-how and the drawings. All these expenses 
were incurred between 1963 and 1966. The assessee started manufacturing 
activity some time in the year 1968-69. Till the year relevant to the 
assessment year 1971-72, the assessee had shown these expenses as I 
miscellaneous expenses in' Its balance sheet, but during the year 1971-72, < 

the said amounts were taken to the machinery account and were, thus, ' 
capitalised. It then claimed depreciation on the basis of the Increased cost 
of the said assets. 

The rrO rejected that claim on the ground that the assessee could have 
capitalised those exisenses when the same were Incurred and It could not j 
have done solnl970-71 after the manufacturing activity had already started | 
In the year 1968-69. This view was confirmed by the AAC. 

The assessee preferred a second appeal to the Tribunal. Following the ' 
decision of this Court in CIT vs. E/econ Engg. Co. Ltd. (1974) 96 ITR 
672, the Tribunal held that the assessee was entitled to capitalise the 
expenditure In the manner in which it did and that depreciation was allowable 
on this asset. The Tribuned also held that the travelling expenditure incurred 
by the assessee had to be taken Into considetration for determining the 
actual cost of the asset and, therefore, for the purposes of considering the 
claim of depreciation, this travelling expenditure was also required to be 
taken Into consideration. The Tribunal, therefore, allowed the appeal of 
the a s sess ee on this point. The revenue then moved the Tribunal to refer 
the following two questions to this Court ; 

“1. Whether, on the fadlT and in the circumstances of the case, the 
assessee in entitled to depreciation on ihe expenditure of Rs- 
1 ,08,000 incurred on technical know-h(Mv In the fonm of drawings 
and designs ? 
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2. Whether, on the facts and In the pircumstances.of the case, the 
travelling expoiditure of Rs. 17, had to be taken into con- 
sideration as far as the actual cost of the asset is concerned am. 
the assessee is entitled to depredation thereon ?" 

As stated earlier, the Tribunal had, following the decision of this Court, 
held that the assessee Is entitled to depreciation on the expienditure c 
Rs. 1,08,000 incurred on technical know-how in the form of drawings anc 
designs. The view taken by this Court was confirmed by the Supreme Court 
in CIT vs. Elecon Engg. Co. Ltd. (1987) 166 ITR 66. Therefore, followln 
the decision of the Supreme Court in Elecon Engg. Co. Ltd. 's case (supra), 
question No. 1 will have to be answered in the affirmative, i.e., against 
the revenue and in favour of the zissessee. 

As regards the Includlblllty of the travelling expenditure, the Tribunal has 
relied upon the decision of the Bombay High Court in CIT vs. Poivchem 
Ltd. (1975) 98 ITR 574. In that case, the Bombay High Court has helc 
that the expression ‘actual cost’ used in section 10(2)(vi) and 10(5) of the 
Indian Income-tax Act, 1922 (now sections 32 and 33 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961) would include all expenditure incurred directly or indirectly on 
the machinery and that it would not be correct to treat the words 'actua 
cost' to mean the cost paid to the vendors of the machinery abne. It further 
held that the travelling expenses incurred by the technical personnel in 
connection with the Inspection and placing of orders for plant and machiner 
and the expenses incurred for the visits for doing the design and preliminar 
engineering work for the installation of the plant can be regarded as directs 
zmd intimately connected with the installation of the machinery and woulc 
fail within the meaning of 'actual cost’ incurred for acquiring a depreciable 
asset. What can be Included in dre actual cost is also made clear by the 
Supreme Court in Challapalli Sugars Ltd. vs. CIT (1975) 98 ITR 167 
by observing that the accepted accountancy rule for determining the cos 
of fixed assets is to include all expenditure necessary to bring such asset: 
into existence and to put them in working conditbn. It cannot be disputec 
that the amount which was paid by the assessee for the purpose of acqulrln 
technical know-how and drawings and the travelling expenses incurred b< 
it we<'e also for the purpose of bringing such assets into existence. The 
Tribunal was, therefore, right in holding that the travelling expenditure wa: 
required to be taken into consideration for determining the actual cost c 
the asset and that the assessee was entitled to depreciation thereof. 

For the reasons stated above, both the questbns are answered in the 
affirmative, i.e., against the revenue and in favour of the assessee. No erdei 
as to costs. 
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SUMMARY OF HIGH COURT CASES 


(1995) 126 Taxation 336 (MP.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice R.D. Shukla & 
Hon’bie Mr. Justice Deepak Verma) 

M.C.C. No. 626 of 1994 

Commissioner of Income-tax • 



vs. 

Smt. Leelabal c/o Swastlc Ginnintg Factory 

For the Appellant Saxcna 

For the Respondent S. Kanga 

Decided on 13-1-1995 

REFERENCE — - ITO adding value of ornaments as income of the 
assesses •— Tribunal accepting ornaments received by the lady 
in marriage — Revenue seeking reference — Held, pure question 
of fact — No referable question of law arose. 

Income-tax. Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS & DECISION 

The two ladies claimed that the ornaments were received from their relations 
during their marriage . Later on these ornaments were repaired and reprocessed 
and the same is their Stridhan. They belong to a rich family and keeping 
ornaments of 125 tolas by a family of good status is not very unnatural. 
Under these circumstances the Hon’ble Court held that the findings arrived 
at by the Tribunal were not perverse. This is finding of fact and no referable 
question of law arose. As the findings are based on facts, prayer for reference 
was rejected. 
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TAX REPORTS ^ 

(1995) 126 TaxaUon 337 <AJ».) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice M. Range Reddy) 

Criminal Appeal No. 435 of 1993 

' Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 

vs. 

Poorna Cine Theatre (P) Ltd. & Others 

For the Appellant Spl. Prosecutor 

For the Respondent Man Mohan 

Decided on 8.7.1994 

PROSECUTION — Assessee Rling return showing agricultural 
income and claiming loss on purchase of leasehold rights of a 
film — Assessing Officer holding no agricultural operation carried 
and also dissdlowing loss holding the same to be collusive — 
Prosecution started — Additions deleted by Tribunal — Held, the 
very basis of prosecution against concealment of income nullified 
— No offence committed as made out by revenue — Respondent 
rightly acquitted. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 276C and 277. 

FACTS 

The case against the respondent In brief was that the first respondent 
was the private limited compani; carrying on business in exhibition and 
distribution of films. Respondents 2 to 5 are Its directors. The first 
respondent filed Its return of Income-tax for the A.Y. 1985-86 showing 
loss. In that return a sum of Rs. 1,60,000/- Is shown as agricultural 
Income as having Incurred some loss on account of purchase of leasehold 
rights of a film by name “Monagadu VastunnaduJagratha”. The Assessing 
Authority disallowed the Income shown as agricultural Income and 
ordered the same to be treated as taxable Income on the ground that 
the company had not carried on any agricultural operations and that 
the lease and sub-lease are only In the nature of adventure in trade 
and In the absence of any cultivation. It cannot be characterised as 
agricultural operations. In respect of loss, the Assessing Authority 
observed that It was only Intended to avoid Incidence of tax being aware 
of the marketability and potentlalltyof the film In vlewofthe realisations 
made by Gandhi Theatres (a sister concern) for the earlier period and 
the assessee thus would not hove taken the same on lease for such higher 
amount. The assessee filed an appeal before the Tribunal while this 
criminal case was pending before the Special Court. That appeal was 
allowed. 
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DECISION 

The very basis of prosecution namely that the respondent has wilfully 
concealed the Income is nullified and that, therefore, no offence under 
sections 276C and 277 of the IT Act Is made out and consequently the 
trial Court acquitted the accused. On perusal of the Judgment of the trial 
Court, the Hon’ble Court found that the Special Judge had given cogent 
and convincing reasons for coming to that conclusion and there was no 
reason to interfere with the same. Hence, the appeal was dismissed. 

Case referred to : 

, K.T.M.S. Mohd. & Anr. os. UOI 1992 (2) Crimes 314 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(M. Ranga Reddy, J.) 

The Asstt. err, Circle-I, Vijayawada who was the complainant in C.C. No. 
289/89 on the file of Special Judge for Economic Offences has filed this 
appeal against the Judgment dt. 26th Aug., 1 992 acquitting the respondents 
of offences under ss. 276C and 277 of the IT Act, 1961. 

The case against the respondent in brief was that the first respondent was 
the private limited company carrying on business in exhibition ana distri- 
bution of films. Respondents 2 to 5 are its directors. The first respondent 
filed its return of income-tax for the A.Y. 1985-86 showing loss. In that 
return filed by R-'l a sum of Rs. 1,60,000/- is shown as agricultural income 
as having incurred some loss on account of purchase of leasehold right 
of a film by name “Monagadu Vastunnadu Jagratha" from M/s Gand!' 
Theatres (P) Ltd. The Assessing Authority disallowed the Income shown 
as agricultural Income and ordered the same to be treated as taxable income 
on the ground that the company had not carried on any agricultural 
operations and that the lease and sub-lease are only In the nature of adventure 
in trade and in the absence of any cultivation, it cannot be characterised 
as agricultural operations. So, the claim for exemption that the income of 
Rs. 1,60,000 by sale of agricultural produce was riot accepted and it was 
further observed that R-1 company has wilfully attempted to avoid tcuc on 
Rs. 1,60,000. 

M/s Gandhi Theatres (P) Ltd. is a sister concern of the first respondent. 
It has purchased the lease-hold rights of the film for Rs. 1,00,000 from 
1st April, 1983 to 1st Sept, 1989. R-1 took on sub-lease the rights from 
the Gandhi Theatres (P) Ltd., Vijayawada for Rs. 3,50,000 from 1st Dec., 
1984 to 1st Sept., 1989 and on account of it R-l is said to have sustained 
some loss and the same Is shown in the returns filed by him. In respect 
of this, the Assessing Authority observed that it was only Intended to avoid 
incidence of tax as otherwise R-1 being aware of the marketability and 
potentiality of the film in vl^ of the realisations made by Gandhi Theatras 
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for the earlier period and the ass^see thus would not hav^ taken the same 
on lease for such higher amount. So, diis was also added to the Income. 
As against that assessment, R-1 filed an appeal before the CIT and that 
appeal was also dismissed. Then on the directions of the CIT, Vlsakhapatnam, 
the Asstt. CIT, Circle-I, Vijayawada fUed a complaint against die respondent 
for offences under ss. 276C and 277 of IT Act before the Special Judge 
for Economic Offences. 

The assessee filed an appeal before the Tribunal while this criminal case 
was pending before the Special Court. That appeal was allowed on 8ih 
May, 1990, Ex. P-13 is the order of the Tribunal. The Tribunal deleted 
the penalty and stated that it cannot be construed as a device Invented to 
reduce the tax. The Tribunal further found that there is no material to show 
that the accused haS concealed the income. Subsequent to the disposal of 
the appeal by the Tribunal, this criminal case came up for trial. The learned 
Special Judge relying on a declslop of the Supreme Court K. T.M.S. Mohd. 
& Anr. vs. Union of India {1992){2) Crimes 314 found that the very basis' 
of prosecution namely that the respondent has wilfully concealed the Income 
is nullified and that, therefore, no offence under ss. 27 6C 2 md 277 of the 
IT Act is made out and consequently acquitted the accused. In the decision 
referred to above, the case had ended in conviction of the assessee and 
by the time the appeal was filed, the Tribunal had disposed of the appeal 
against levying penalty. So, the Supreme Court held that the prosecution 
is not maintainable and acquitted the accused. 

In view of the above citation, the learned Special Judge acquitted the accused. 
On pjerusal of the judgment of the trial Court, 1 find that the Special Judge 
has given cogent and convincing reasons for coming to that conclusion and 
I do not find any reason to interfere with the same. Hence, the appeal 
is dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 339 (Bom.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. V.A. Mohta & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. G.D. Patil) 

IT Application No. 87 of 1981 

Commissioner of Income-tsot 
vs. 

Dr. R.G. Wani 

For the Appellant P.N. Chandurkar and Smt. S.S. Wandile 

For the Respondent , None 

Decided on 17-12-1991 

reference to high COURT — Assessee claimlns relief u/s 23 
In respect of shops — Relief allowed by Tribunal — Reference 
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application refused by Tribunal — Held, pure question of law — 
Tribunal directed to refer the question. 

Income-taut Act, 1961 — Sections 23 & 2S6. 

. FACTS 

The benefit under the second proviso to sub-section (1) of section 23 
of the l.T. Act was claimed by the assessee on the basis that It was a 
residential unit. The ITO did not grant that benefit. The AAC allowed 
the appeal of the assessee. The Tribunal confirmed the order passed 
by the AAC on the basis of a circular of the C.B.D.T. dated 19.3.1971 
and the case of Tata Engineering & Locomotive Co. Ltd. vs. Gram 
Pancha^at, AIR 1976 SC 2463. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that in view of the language employed In section 
23 and the relevant proviso, the above questions of law do arise out of 
the order of the Tribunal and hence, this application is allowed and rule 
made absolute. 

Cases referred to : 

Tata Engineering & Locomotive Co. Ltd. vs. Cram Panchagat (1976) 
AIR 1976 SC 2463. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(V.A. Mohta, J.) 

This is an application by the Commissioner of Income-tax, Nagpur, under 
section 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, for a direction to the Tribunal 
to state the case and to refer the following two questions said to be of 
law for the opinion of this court : 

“(1) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was correct In confirming the orders of the 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner holding that relief under section 
23(1) is admissible in respect of five shops utilised for commercial 
purposes ? 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was correct In holding that the assessee was 
entitled to relief in respect of five shops envisaged by the proviso 
to section 23 of the Income-tax Act in view of the admitted fact 
that premises were not residential units ?" 

The property known as Wanl Market, is registered as a commercial complex 
in the municipal council cind is used as shops. 

The benefit under the second proviso to sub-section (1) of section 23 of 
the Income-tax Act was claimed by the assessee on the basis that it was 
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a residential unit. The Income-tax Officer did not grant that benefit. The 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner allowed the appezd of the assessee. The 
Tribunal confirmed the order passed by the Appellate Assistant Commis- 
sioner on the basis of a circular of the Central Board of Direct Taxes dat^d 
March 19, 1971, and the case of Tata Engineering' tind Locomotive Co. 
Ltd. vs. Cram Panchaifat, AIR 1976 SC 2463. 

In view of the language employed in section 23 and the relevant proviso, 
the above questions of law do arise out of the order of the Tribunal and, 
hence, this application is allowed and rule made absolute. No order as to 
costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 341 (Bom.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hpn’ble Justice Dr. B.P. Saraf & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. S.M. Jhunjhunwala’) 

IT Reference No. 139 of 1983 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Lallubhai Jogibhai 

For the Appellant G.S. Jetley with P.S. Jetley 

For the Respondent : None 
Decided on 10-11-1994 

REASSESSMENT — Notice issued within the time prescribed but 
served after the end of 31st March — Assessee claiming assess- 
ment barred by limitation — Held, reassessment not barred by 
limitation. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 148 & 149. 

FACTS 

The assessee Is an Individual. He was assessed under the I.T. Act for 
the A.Y. 1966-67. The assessment was reopened by the ITO by Issue 
of a notice u/s 148 of the Act. The notice was Issued on 29.3.75 but 
It was served on the assessee on 7.4.1975. The Tribunal held that the 

notice u/s 148 Is not only to be issued but served within the period of 

limitation as laid down In section 149 of the Act. As In the instant case, 
as the notice was served on the assessee after the expiry of eight years, 
the order of reassessment was set aside by the Tribunal. Hence this 
reference at the Instance of the Revenue. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that In the instant case, the undisputed factual 
position is that notice u/s 148 was Issued by the ITO within the period 
of limitation prescribed u/s 149 of the Act. There Is also no controversy 
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about the fact that the order of reassessment was made only after service 
of notice on the assessee. The ratio of the decision bi R.K Upodhyayo 
us. Shanabhai P. Patel (1987) 166 ITR 163 of the Supreme Court squarely 
applies to the present case. The ITO having issued the notice u/i 148 within 
limitation, the order of reassessment is valid. The Hon’blc Court was, 
therefore, of the clear opinion that the Tribunal was not Justified in hdding 
that the initiation of reassessment proceedings by the ITO was barred by 
limitation and setting aside the orders of the AAC and the ITO. 

Case referred tos 

R.K. Upadhifova us. Shanabhai P. Patel (1987) Taxation 86(2) 5 ; (1987) 
166 ITR 163 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Dr. B.P. Saraf, J.) 

The following question of law has been referred by the Income-tax Appellate 
Tribunal under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 for the opinion 
of this court at the instance of the Revenue. 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Income- 
tax Appellate Tribunal was right In law in setting aside the order of 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioner dated January 28, 1977, as also 
the order of the Income-tax Officer dated February 20, 1976, adding 
Rs. 55,000 to the total income of Rs. 30,000 as per the original 
assessment order?” 

The facts of the case relevant for determination of the controversy are as 
follows : 

The assessee is an individual. He was assessed under the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (“the Act”), for the assessment year 1966-67. The assessment was 
reopened by the Income-tax Offler by issue of a notice under section 148 
of the Act. The notice was issued on March 29, 1975, but it was served 
on the assessee on April 7, 1975. The Income-tax Officer completed the 
V, assessment in pursuance of the proceedings initiated by him under section 
147 of the Act by the above notice and included a sum of Rs. 55,000 
as unexplained Investment to the amount of income of Rs. 30,000 which 
was assessed earlier In the original assessment. The order of reassessment 
was challenged before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner on the ground, 
.Inter alia, that though the notice under section 148 was issued within eight 
years from the end of the relevant assessment year, it was served after the 
expiry of the period of eight years and hence the proceedings were barred 
by limitation. The Appellate Assistant Commissioner did not accept the 
contention of the assessee and held that issue of notice under section 148 
within the period of eight years was sufficient compliance with the require- 
ment of section 147 read with section 149 of the Act. The assessee went 
in further appeal to the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal (the Tribunal). The 
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Tribunal held that the notice under section 148 Is not only to be Issued 
but served within the period of Itmttation as laid down In section 149 of 
the Act. As in the instant case, as the notice was served on the assessee 
after the expiry of eight years, the order of reassessment was set aside 
by the Tribunal. Hence, this reference at the instance of the Revenue. 
Mr. G.S. Jetley, learned advocate, appearing for the Revenue, submits that 
section 149 simply lays down the time-limit for issue of notice under section 
148. Once a notice is issued within the period specified therein, the initiation 
of proceedings would be valid and service of notice beyond the period of 
limitation would not invalidate the same. In support of this contention, 
reliance is placed on the decision of the Supreme Court in R.K. Updadhyaya 
vs. Shanabhal P. Patel (1987) 166 ITR 163. 

We have considered the submission of Mr. Jetley. The controversy in this 
case seems to be covered by the decision of the Supreme Court referred 
to above. The Supreme Court in that case categorically held that a clear 
distinction has been made out under the Income-tax Act, 1961, between 
“Issue of notice" and*" service of notice". Section 149 prescribes the period 
of limitation. It prohibits issue of notice under section 148 after the expiry 
of the prescribed period of limitation. Section 148(1) provides for service 
of notice as a condition precedent for making an order of assessment. Once 
a notice is issued within the period of limitation, Jurisdiction becomes vested 
with the Income-tax Officer to proceed to reassess. The requirement of 
issue of notice is satisfied when a notice is actually issued. Section 148(1) 
deals with the making of the reassessment and mandated that reassessment 
shall not be made until there has been service. Under the Income-tax Act, 
1961, service is not a condition precedent to conferment of Jurisdiction 
on the Income-tax Officer to deal with the matter but it is a condition 
precedent to the making of the order of assessment. 

In the instant case, the undisputed factual position is that notice under section 
148 was issued by the Income-tax Officer within the period of limitation 
prescribed under section 149 of the Act. There is also no controversy about 
the fact that the order of reassessment was made only after service of notice 
on the assessee. The ratio of the decision in R.K. Upadhyaya us. Shanabhal 
P. Patel (1987) 166 ITR 163 of the Supreme Court squarely applies to 
the present case. The Income-tax Officer having issued the notice under 
section 148 within limitation, the order of reassessment is valid. We are, 
therefore, of the clear opinion that the Tribunal was no Justified in holding 
that the initiation of reassessment proceedings by the Income-tax Officer 
was barred by limitation and setting aside the orders of the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner and Income-tcix Officer. 

Having regard to the above (dfeussKm, we answer the question referred 
to us in the negative and in favour of the Revenue. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 344 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. Ajoy Nath Ray) 

Matter No. 2113 of 1993 ^ 

Jogat Mohan Kapur 
vs. 

Wealth'tax Offleer & Others 

For the Appellant J.P. Khaltan 

For the Respondent Haider 

Decided on 22-4-1994 

WEALTH-TAX — Reassessment — WTO Issuing notice for com- 
puting value of land & building — Cost inflation index as applicable 
to capital gains applied in a reverse manner — WTO coming to 
a conclusion wealth understated — Starting reassessment proceed- 
ings — Held, reassessment on such basis not valid. 

Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Section 17. 

Constitution of India — Article 226. 

FACTS & DECISION 

The point at issue in this matter Is the result of the application of the Cost 
Inflation Index by the WTO for the purpose of his coming to the conclusion 
that wealth has escaped assessment by reason of assessment being made 
at too low a rate. The Hon’ble Court held that the Cost Inflation Index, 
as the name implies, Is to be applied only to forward figures in time, that 
is, the inflation is to be calculated by appropriately inflating the cost of 
acquisition of the capital in accordance with the declared index. There is 
no warttint for reversing the operation of the Cost Inflation Index, and 
treating it in a reversed manner as a shrinkage index for the purpose of 
computing past land value. This method would lead to unfairness and glaring 
financial fallacies. Since it is case of reopening of the assessment, the burden 
is quite heavy on the Revenue to establish the factors that warrant the 
exercise of the power. The information that has to be the basis for action 
u/s 17(l)(b) should be legally admissible material and cannot be Just a 
subjective inferential fact. In the absence of any material to indicate the 
percentage of fluctuation in the prices of the immovable properties, it will 
be an entirely guess work to deduct a few percentage from the subsequent 
year’s valuation to arrive at the valuation for the previous years. 

Case referred to: 

CIVT vs. S.P.C. Murthv (1991) 191 ITR 189 (Kar) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(Afov Nath Rav, J.) 

The writ petitioner challenges the reopening of the wealth-tax assessments 
for the assessment years 1982-83 to 1991-92. 
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The wealth in question Is a piece of immovable property, situated at Greater 
Kailash, Part-II, New Delhi. 

In the assessment year 1993-94, the assessee applied for a Z30A clearance 
showing the intended sale price of the said property as Rs. 57.25 bkhs. 

In the affidavit-in opposition from the respondent, It has been alleged that 
by reason of such declaration of price of sale of the property, the concerned 
office applied the Cost Inflation index, and working backwards, found that 
the value of the property would be much largei* than what was assessed 
in the successive wealth-tax assessment years of the assesseee. 


A chart in this respect as given in the affldavit-in-opposltion Is set out below: 


Assessment 

Year 

Cost Inflation 
Index 

Value as 
per index 
(Rs.) 

Assessed 

value 

(Rs.) 

1982-83 

100 

25,67,265 

1,50,00 

1983-84 

109 

27,98,318 

-do- 

1984-85 

116 

29,78,026 

-do- 

1985-86 

125 

32,09,080 

1,00,000 

1986-87 

133 

34,14,461 

1,50,000 

1987-88 

140 

35,94,170 

8,50,000 

1988-89 

150 

38,50,896 

11,00,000 

1989-90 

161 

41,33,295 

13,50,000 

1990-91 

172 

44,15,695 

15,00,000 

1991-92 

182 

46,72,421 

15,00,000 V 

1992-93 

199 

51,08,856 

Not yet 
assessed 

1993-94 

223 

57,25,000 

Not yet 
assessed 


The writ petitioner has mentioned in the affldavit-in-reply that all the 
assessment years were concluded by due assessment upon furnishing of 
all due particulars by the assessee. In several years there were appeeds. 
So far as the assessment years 1982-83 to 1984-85 and 1987-88 are 
concerned, those were concluded under section 16(3) of the Wealth-tax 
Act, 1957, and four years have run from such assesment. The figures of 
assessed value at the first level as well as upon appeal set out by the assessee 
in the following chart form in his affidavlt-ln-rcpiy : 


Assessment 

Estimated value 

Value assessed 

Value as per 

notice year 

as per return 

by the WTO 

appellate 

order 

' 

(Ri) 

(Rs.) 

(Rs.) 

1982-83 

55,000 

1,50,000 

1,50,000 
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3. 

1983-84 


116 

4. 

1984-85 


125 

5. 

1985-86 


133 

6. 

1986-87 


140 

7. 

1987-88 


150 

8. 

1988-89 


161 

9. 

1989-90 

• 

172 

10. 

1990-91 


182 

11. 

1991-92 


199 

12. 

1992-93 


223* 


In my opinion, Cost Inflation Index, as the name implies. Is to be applied 
only to forward figures in tlrhe, that is, the inflation is to be calculated 
appropriately inflating the cost of acquisition of the capital In accordance 
with the declared index. There is no warrant for reversing the operation 
of the Cost Inflation Index, and treating It in a reversed manner as a shrinkage 
index for the purpose of computing past land value. This method would 
lead to unfairness and glaring financial fallacies. 

Land does not necessarily appreciate in the same manner as does the price 
index of urban non-manual employees. The two items are ordinarily quite 
separate. To apply the Consumer Price Index In a reversed manner for 
computing the value of the land of earlier years and to reopen wealth-tax 
assessment on that basis is proceeding irrationally and on the basis of a 
totally extraneous factor. Application of the Cost Inflation Index in such 
a reversed manner for the computaion of land value is arbitrary, unreasonable 
and In violation of the mandates of article 14 of the Constitution of India. 

On behalf of the petitioner, a decision of the Karnataka High Court in CWT 
vs. S.P.C. Murthy [1991] 191 ITR 189 was relied upon. In that decision, 
the value of property was held to be subject to various factors for change 
in their value. Indeed, that is true for Bangalore (which was the city discussed 
in that case) and it is equally true for any other city. A host of factors might 
cause land value to drop or to rise. A mechanical application of the Cost 
Inflation Index as declared for capital gains tax in this context would be 
thoroughly unsustainable. Land valuation is not that simple a matter. 

K. Shivashankar Bhat J., speaking for the Division Bench, observed as 
follows in the above case (at page 194) : 

"In the instant case, the reopening is done not Just by applying the 
valuation of the property furnished by the valuer. The said valuation . 
given by the valuer was with reference to a subsequent date. From this 
valuation , the Wealth-tax Officer deducted certain percentages to estimate 
the values as on the earlier valuation dates. There is absolutely no 
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material that the value of the property fluctuated only by 10 per cent 
or 20 per cent as the case may be; the percentage for deduction selected 
by the wealth-tax Officer was entirely on his own estimate and inference. 
It was not based on any expert opinion. It cannot be said that the value 
of the property was Just about 20 per cent less than the subsequent 
year. This again depends upon the developmental activity that took 
place in the locality and various other unidentifiable factors. In a 
developed city like Bangalore, the price of the immovable property may 
shoot up year to year not by a few percentage only. 

Since it is a case of reopening the assessment, the burden is quite heavy 
on the Revenue to establish the factors that warrant the exercise of 
the power. The information that has to be the basis for action under 
section 17(l)(b) should be legally admissible material and cannot be just 
a subjective Inferential fact. In the absence of any material to Indicate 
the percentage of fluctuation in the prices of the immovable properties, 
it will be an entirely guess work to deduct a few percentage from the 
subsequent year's valuation to arrive at the valuation for the previous 
years.” 

The ideas in the above passage are quite clear, in my respectful opinion, 
quite correct. 

For the above reason, I am of the opinion that the reopening of wealth- 
tax assessments for the years in question has been vitiated by a mechanical 
and irrational application in the reverse manner of the factor of Cost Inflation 
Index in the instant case. 

The writ application, accordingly, succeeds. There shall be rules absolute 
in terms of prayers (a), (b) and (c) and also a permanent injunction in terms 
of prayer (e) of the petition. 

All parties and others concerned shall act on a xerox singed copy of this 
dictated order upon the usual undertakings. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 348 (GuJ.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice M.B. Shah & 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice J.M. Panchal) 

IT Reference No. 297 of 1981 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Mehmoodmian A. Topiwala 
For the Appellant R.D. Pathak 

For the Respondent M,R. Bhatt 

Decided on 30.12.1993 



1995] 


err vs. Mehmoodmian A. Tophvala (Gu).) 


349 


CLUBBING OF INCOME — > Acmsms owning certain propertlee 
ointly with his brother — Assessee gifting his l/3rd share to two 
sons of Ms brother — On the same day assessee's brother transferring 
his l/3rd share to as'sessee’s wife — Assessee’s wife selling Ae 
iroperty and depositing the amouM with the assessee — ITO 
including the interest paid to the wife in the assessment of assessee 
— Held, provisions of Section 64 applicable to such transfer — 
Amount rightly taxed in the hands of the assessee. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 64. 

FACTS 

This reference relates to A.Y. 1974-75. The assessee owned'land with 
his two brothers as Joint owner. The assessee gifted his l/3rd share In 
the land to two sons of one of his brothers. The assessee’s brother on 
the same day transferred his l/3rd share belonging to him to assessee's 
wife. The assessee’s wife sold the land received by her as a gift. On 
sale, the amounts received by the wife were invested with her husband 
who paid interest to his wife. The said amount of interest was added 
u/s 64 of the Act in the Income of the husband. The AAC, however, 
deleted the amount holding that provisions of Section 64 were not 
applicable and the Tribunal confirmed the order of the AAC. Being 
aggrieved, the revenue filed reference. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that transfer of l/3rd share In the land by assessee’s 
brother in favour of assessee’s wife was indirectly a transfer by the assessee 
as contemplated by Section 64(l)(lii) because the assessee had transferred 
the land to his brother’s son and the said brother in his turn transferred 
his l/3rd share in the same land to the wife of the assessee in order to 
get out of the legal liability. The Hon’blc Court, therefore, held that 
conditions as laid in Section 64(l)(iii) stood satisfied and, therefore, the 
ITO was justified in adding the amount of interest to the income of the 
assessee. The reference was decided in favour of the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. Mohmadmlya A. Toplwala (1994) 119 Taxation 501 (Guj.); 
(1994) 207 ITR 711 (Guj.) 

2. CIT vs. Greaves Cotton & Co. Ltd. (1968) 68 ITR 200 (SC) 

3. ICI (India) (P) Ltd. us. CIT (1972) 83 ITR 710 (SQ 

4. G. Venkataswami Naidu & Co. vs. CIT (1959) 35 ITR 594 (SQ 

5. CIT vs. Rajasthan Mines Ltd. (1970) 78 ITR 45 (SQ 
S. CIT vs. Prembhai Parekh (1970) 77 ITR 27 (SC) 

7. CIT vs. Prahladral Agarwala (1989) Taxation 94 (2) 61 (SQ (1989) 
177 ITR 398 (SC) 
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8 CIT us. Keshaual Lallubhaf Patel (1965) 55 ITR 637 (SC) 

9. Smt. Mohini Thapar us. CIT (1972) 83 ITR 208 &Q 

Full t«*t of the Judgment U given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(J.M. Panchal, J.) 

The following two questions of law have been referred to this Court for 
opinion by the Tribunal, Ahmcdabad Bench ‘B’ under section 256 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (the Act): 

“1. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was right In law In holding that as the assessee 
had made gifts to his major nephews, the gifts made by the 
assessee’s brother to his wife would not come within the mischief 
of section 64 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 ? 

2. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has been right in law in confirming 
the order of the AAC deleting the addition of Rs. 7,195 as inepme 
of the assessee under section 64 of the Income-tax Act, 1961?" 

The assessee, i.e. Mehmoodmian A. Toplwala Is being assessed in the status 
of an Individual. This reference relates to the assessment year .1974-75. 
Three brothers, I.e. (1) Shrl Abdullahmlan A. Tpplwala, (2) Shrl Mohammed 
Huseln A. Toplwala, and (3) Shrl Mehmoodmian A. Toplwala were joint 
owners of a land admeasuring 7629 sq. yds. situated at Paldl in Ahmedabad. 

The assessee gifted his one-third share in the land situated at Paid!, 
Ahmedabad, to two sons of Shrl Abdullahmlan A. Toplwala on 25.3. 1966. 
On the same day, the assessee's brother, i.e. Shrl Abdullahmlan A. Toplwala’ 
transferred his one third share belonging to him in the said land to the 
assessee’s wife Hafsabanu. The assessee’s wife sold the land received by 
her as a gift from the assessee’s elder brother. The sale of theland resulted 
in capital gains of Rs. 23,830 for the assessment year 1968-69 and 
Rs. 44,300 for the assessment year 1969-70. The amounts received by 
the wife of the assessee were invested by her with the assessee. The assessee 
had paid Interest of Rs. 2,860 and Rs. 7,195 to his wife. While working 
out the Income of the assessee for the assessment year 1974-75, the ITO 
added the aforesaid two amounts in the income of the assessee in view 
of the provisions of section 64 of the Act. 

Feeling aggrieved, the assessee preferred an appeal before the AAC. The 
AAC noted that the ITO had not given any reason for applying the provisions 
of section 64 while adding Rs. 2,860 to the income of the assessee. The 
AAC referred to the past record and presumed that this Interest might 
have been paid on Rs. 15,000 which Hafsabanu had received by cheque 
from the assessee’s brother. He further found that the amount was not 
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transferred by the assessee to his wife but as giftdd by the assessee's brodier 
and, hence, section 64 had no application. In that view of the matter, due 
AAC deleft the addition ctf Rs. 2,860. 

Relying oh the decisions rendered in the case of the disessee in IT Appeal 
Nos. 68 of 1977-78 and 39 (Ahd) of 1976-77 for the assessment years 
1968-69 and 1 969-70, respectively. The AAC further held that the provisions 
of section 64 were not applicable to the facts of the present case and 
therefore, the ITO was not Justified in adding the amount of Rs. 7,195 
to the income of the assessee. In view of the said conclusions, the AAC 
allowed the appeal by the assessee. 

Feeling aggrieved, the revenue preferred an appead before the Tribunal. 
The Tribunal confirmed the order of the AAC and dismissed the apped 
filed by the revenue. 

Thereupon, the revenue moved an application requiring the Tribunal to 
refer the questions of law said to arise out of the order passed in FT Appeal 
No. 1360 (Ahd.) of -1979 for the opinion of the High Court. The Tribunal 
agreed that two questions of law arise for the opinion of the High Court 
of the said order and has, therefore, referred above quoted two questions 
for the opinion of the Court. 

The question whether one-third share of the land at Paldl received by the 
assessee’s wife Hafsabanu as gift from the assessee’s brother AbduUahmian 
was an asset indirectly transferred to her by her husband assessee is 
concluded by the decision of this Court in the case of this very assessee, 
CIT us. Mohmadmiya A. Topiwals (1994) 207 ITR 711 (GuJ») The Division 
Bench of this Court comprising G.T. Nanavati, J. (as he then was) and 
Y.B. Bhatt, J. has held that the transfer of one-third share in the land made 
by the assessee’s wife was Indirectly a transfer by the assessee as contem- 
plated by section 64(lKiii) because the assessee had transferred the land 
to his brother’s sons and the said brother in his turn had transferred his 
one-third share in the same land to the wife of the assessee in order to 
get out of the legal liability. 

In view of the above decision between the same parties, we are of the opinion 
that on the facts and in the circumstances of t^ie case. The Tribuned was 
not right in law in holding that as the assessee had made gilt to his major 
nephews, the gift made by the assessee’s brother to his wife would not 
come within the mischief of section 64. 

However, Mr. R.D. Pathak, the learned counsel for the assessee vehemently 
submitted that in the above mentioned reported case, the Tribunal had 
recorded a finding of fact was not accepted by the Court in reference made 
under section 256(1) though the said finding was not challenged by the 
revenue as a perverse finding and, therefore, the judgment rendered by 
his Court between the parties being without jurisdiction, the same should 
not be referred to and relied upon by his Court while answering question 
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No 1 referred to this Court. It was submitted that In a reference made 
under section 256(1), the Court cannot disturb or go behind a finding ol 
fact given by the Tribunal unless specific question necessary to challenge 
a finding of fact has been referred to the Court and, thus, the rcportei ' 
decision between the parties have been rendered against the well settled 
principle of law, It was without Jurisdiction and thie same should not h 
treated as a binding precedent by this Court In the present reference. Ir 
support of his submission, the learned counsel placed reliance on the 
decisions rendered by the Supreme Court in the cases of CIT us. Greave, 
Cotton & Co. Ltd. (1968) 68 ITR 200 and ICI (India) (P) Ltd. us. CJ' 
(1972) 83 ITR 710. 

We state that the contention raised by the learned counsel for the assessee 
Is without substance because In this reference we have no jurisdiction tc 
sit in appeal against the order passed by the Court has appreciated thi 
contention raised by the assessee, particularly with regard to Jurisdlctior 
and has negatived It. The relevant paragraph which deals with the contention 
of Jurisdiction raised by the learned counsel for the assessee in the case 
of Mohmadmlya A. Topiwala (supra) decided by this Court between th 
same parties is as under : 

“The Tribunal has proceeded on the basis that, in this case, there was 
no intimate connection between the two transferees, it was, therefore, 
submitted by the learned counsel for the assessee that this being a findin 
of fact. It Is required to be accepted by this Court and, in a reference 
under section 256(1) of the Act, no different view can be taken by thi, 
Court. As pointed out by us, this finding has been recorded by the 
Tribunal after applying a wrong text. Therefore, It camnot be regarded 
as pure finding of fact. Moreover, a question challenging this flndtn 
Is referred by the Tribunal to this Court for its opinion. The question 
is whether the said finding Is correct or not for the reasons stated by 
the Tribunal. Whenever an Inference is required to be drawn on the 
basis of facts found and in doing so, some principle for appreciation 
of evidence or provision of law is to be applied, then it cannot be said 
that it remains a finding of fact only. It becomes a mixed question of 
law and fact and that is how question No. 1 has been referred to his 
Court. It was not the contention of learned counsel for the assessee 
that question No. 1 was wrongly referred to this Court. He did concede 
that question No. 1 is a question of law as contemplated by section 
256 (1)” (p. 717). 

In view of the aforesaid binding decision between the parties, we hold that 
the contention raised by the learned counsel for the assessee is without 
amy substance. Still, however, we would deal with the contention raised 
by the learned counsel for the assessee. In the case of Greaves Cotton 
& Co. Ltd. (supra) the Supreme Court has held that it is well establishec 
that the High Court is not a Court of Appeal in a reference under section 
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66 of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1992, and it is not open to the High 
Court in such a reference to embark upon a reappraisal of the evidence 
and to arrive at findings of fact contrary to those of the Tribunal. It has 
been further held therein that the High Court should confine itself to the 
facts as found by the Tribunal and to answer the question of law referred 
to it in the context of those facts. The Supreme Court has ruled that a 
finding of fact may be defective in law, if there no evidence to support 
it or if the finding is unreasonable or perverse, but it is not open to the 
assessee to challenge such a finding of fact unless he has applied for a 
reference of the specific question under section 66(1) and it is for the party 
who applies for a reference to challenge those findings of facts first by 
expressly raising the question about the validity of the finding of fact and 
if he has failed to do so, he is not entitled to urge before the High Court 
that the findings of Tribunal are vitiated for any reason. In the case of ICI 
(India) (P) Ltd. (supra), the Supreme Court has held that while the finding 
of the Tribunal on the facts is final, its decision as to the legal effect of 
this finding is a question of law. It has been further held that a finding 
on a question of facts is open to attack as erroneous in law when there 
is no evidence to support it or if it is perverse. However, when the finding 
is one of the fact, the fact that is an inference from other basic fact will 
not alter its character as one of the fact. 

We are in respectful agreement with the principle laid down by the Supreme 
Court in the above mentioned decisions. However, we arc of the opinion 
that the principle laid down in the said decisions is not applicable to the 
facts of the present case. The basic facts recorded by the Tribunal were 
that the assessee had gifted his one-third share in the land situated at Paldl, 
Ahmcdabad, to his brother’s sons on 25.3.1966 and on the same day the 
assessee’s brother had transferred his one-third share belonging to him in 
the said land to the assessee's wife. In the earlier reference which was 
between the same parties this court rendered decision after accepting the 
facts found by the Tribunal, namely, that the assessee gifted one-third share 
in the land situated at Paldl to his brother’s sons on 25.3.1966 and on 
the same day, the assessee’s brother transferred the one-third share belonging 
to him in the said land to the assessee’s wife. The above-referred two findings 
were not Interfered with in any manner by this Court while rendering 
opinions in the said reference. However, in that case, the Court has noted 
that the finding recorded by the Tribunal to the effect that there was no 
intimate connection between the two transfers was an inference having no 
basis at all. The Court took into consideration the fact that what the assessee 
and his brother did was to transfer their one-third share in the same piece 
of land situated at Paldi, Ahmedabad and it was of equal value and there 
was no special reason for effecting said transfers. The Court has also noted 
that the transfers were made on the same day and in such-j||tg |^S tances, 
the Court interfered with legal inference drawn by the Tribuhdrwd came 
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to the conclusion that there was intimate connection between the two 
transfers even though the assessee’s brother Abdullahmian did not directly 
benefit as a result of the said transfer. 

It may be noted that in the case of G. VenkataswamI Naidu & Co. vs. 
CIT (1959) 35 ITR 594 the Supreme Court has held that if the finding 
of the fact is based on an inference from the primary evidentiary facts proved 
in the case, its correctness or validity is open to challenge In reference 
proceedings within the narrow limits. It has been further held therein that 
it is open to the parties to challenge a conclusion of the fact drawn by 
the Tribunal on the ground that it Is not supported by any legal evidence 
or that the impugned conclusion drawn from the relevant facts is not 
rationally possible and if such a plea Is established the Court has to consider 
whether the conclusion in question is not perverse and should not, therefore, 
be set aside. The said principle has been followed by the Supreme Court 
in its later decision rendered in the case of CIT us. Rajasthan Mines Ltd. 
(1970) 78 ITR 45. 

As was noted In the earlier reference, the finding to the effect that there 
was no intimate connection between the two transfers was recorded by the 
Tribunal after applying a wrong test. Moreover, a question challenging said 
finding was also referred by the Tribunal for opinion of the High Court. 
The High Court therein found that wrong principle of law was applied to 
basic facts proved and in such circumstances, the High Court Inierfered 
with the said finding. For the abovementloned reasons we are of the opinion 
that the decision rendered by this Court, which is now In Mohmadmlva 
A. Toplwafa’s case (supra) cannot be considered to be without jurisdiction 
and the same has all its binding force. It may be noted that the Judgment 
and, therefore, the conclusion reached therein cannot be ignored. Having 
regard to the decision rendered by this Court in the reference between the 
same parties, the qqestion No. 1 referred to us answered in the negative, 
i.e.. In favour of the, revenue and against the assessee. 

Placing reliance on thd decisions renderedrby the Supreme Court in the 
case of CIT vs. Prembhat Parekh (1970) 77 ITR 27 and CIT vs. Prahladrai 
Agarwala (1989) 177 ITR 398 Mr. R.D. Pathak, the learned counsel for 
the assessee submitted that there is no proximate connection between the 
income accruing to the spouse of the assessee and the transfer and so the 
amount of interest earned by wife of the assessee should not have been 
included in the income of assessee. 

We may point out that in Prem Bhal Parekh's case (supra) a principle of 
proximate connection came to be laid down by the Supreme Court on the 
peculiar facts- of that case. There the assessee who was a partner in a firm 
having 7 annas share retired from the firm on 1.7.1954. Thereafter, he 
gifted Rs. 75,000 to each of his 4 sons, 3 of whom were minor. There 
was reconstitution of the firm with effect from 2.7.1954 whereby the major 
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son became a partner and the minor sons were admitted to the benefits 
of partnership in the firm. The question was whether the income arising 
to the minors by virtue of their admission to the hermits of partnership 
in the firm could be Included in the total income of^’^ihe assessee under 
section 16(3)(a)(iv) a provision similar to section 16(3Ka)(lil). The Tribunal 
found that the capital invested by the minors in the firm came from the 
gifts made in their favour by their father, the assessee. The Supreme Court, 
while overruling the contention of the revenue came to the conclusion that 
the connection between the gifts made by the assessee and the income 
of the minors from the firm was a remote one and that it could not be 
said that the income arose directly or indirectly from the assets transferred. 
The Supreme Court, therefore, held that the income that arose to the three 
minor sons of the assessee by virtue of their admission to the benefits of 
partnership in the firm, could not be included in the total income of the 
assessee. It appears that the main reason why the Supreme Court so held 
in the said case was that even though the minors received the gifts from 
their father on 1.7.1954, their admission to the benefits of partnership 
on its reconstitution on 2.7.1954, depended on the volition and consent 
of the partners of the firm and did not flow merely from any right exercisable 
by the minors. That was why the income accruing to the minors on admission 
to the benefits of the partnership was held to be remote and having no 
proximate connection with the transfer of cash by their father to them. 
The income in the said case accrued neither directly nor indirectly Inasmuch 
as such accrual of income depended upon the volition, consent or discretion 
of the partners of the firm either to admit those minors to the benefits 
of the partnership or not. It is in that context that the test of proximate 
or remote connection was laid down by the Supreme Court in the said 
decision. This is clear from the following observations of the said judgment; 

“....The connection between the gifts mentioned earlier and the income 
in question is a remote one. The income of the minors arose as a result 
of their admission to the benefits of the partnership because of the 
contribution made by them. But there is no nexus between the transfer 
of the assets and in the Income in question. It cannot be said that income 
arose directly or indirectly from the transfer of the assets referred to 
earlier. Section 16(3) created an artificial income. That section must 
receive strict construction as observed by this Court in CIT us. Keshnval 
Lallubhal Patel (1965) 55 ITR 637 (SC). In our judgment before an 
income can be held to come within the ambit of section 16(3), it must 
be proved to have arisen directly or indirectly from a transfer of assets 
made by the eissessee in favour of his wife or minor children. The 
connection between the transfer of assets and the income must be 
proximate. The income In question must arise as a result of the transfer 
and not in some manner connected with it”, (p. 30) 

We may also point out that the aforesaid decision in CIT us. Prem Bhal 
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Parekh's case (supra) was distinguished by the Supreme Court In Smt. 
Mohini Thapar vs. CJT (1972) 83 ITR 208. In the case of Smt. MohinI 
Thapar (supra), late Karam Chand Thapar had made certain cash gifts to 
his wife Smt, Mohini Thapar. From out of those gifts, she purchased certain 
shares and the balance amount she Invested. The share earned dividends 
and the investments yielded interest. The Interest realised and the dividends 
earned were included in the Income of Karam Chand Thapar for the purpose 
of assessment. The assessee objected to the inclusion of that amount in 
his Income. The question was whether the department was entitled to include 
the dividends and interest in question in computing the taxable Income of 
the assessee. The ITO held that they were liable to be Included in the income 
of the assessee. That decision was upheld by the AAC. On a reference, 
the Calcutta High Court confirmed the view taken by the Tribunal.The 
Supreme Court referred to the decision rendered by it in the case of 
Prembhai Parekh (supra). On the facts of the case, the Supreme Court 
found that the income had a proximate connection with the transfer of 
the assets made by the assessee and, therefore, held that the ratio laid down 
in the case of Prembhai Parekh (supra), was not applicable to the facts 
of the said case. In other words, the Supreme Court held in Smt. Mohini 
Thapar’s case (supra) that the transfer of assets made by the assessee to 
his wife was ‘direct transfer’ and that the income arising out of the deposits 
and shares purchased by her was an 'indirect income’ and that such income 
has a ‘proximate connection’ with the transfer of the assets. 

In the case of Prahladral Agarawala (supra) the respondent had made two 
gifts of money to his wife in November 1960 and another gift to his mother. 
They became partners in a firm in which the other partners were the 
respondent’s grand-father, his brother and a stranger. The wife contributed 
both the amounts of the gifts as capital to the firm. The question was whether 
the share of profits of the wife in the firm for the assessment year 1962- 
63 could be included in the total income of the respondent under section 
64(l)(lii) of the Act. The Tribunal held that the share of profits could be 
included in the respondent’s total income; but on a reference, the Calcutta 
High Court held that the share of the profits arose to the respondent’s 
wife primarily because the firm made a profit and although it had connection 
with the gifts, it did not arise as a result of the gift. The High Court further 
held that the admission of the respondent to his wife were too remote to 
be included within the provision of section 64(1) (iii). On appeal, the Supreme 
Court has, while confirming the decision of the High Court, held that there 
had to be a proximate connection between the accrual of Income and the 
assets transferred. The Supreme Court further held that there had to be 
no doubt, the wife became a partnership and the mere contribution of the 
capital by the wife would not automatically have entitled her to partnership 
in the firm. In the ultimate conclusion, the Supreme Court has held that 
the share of the profits of the wife could not be Included in the respondent’s 
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total income under section 64(l){iii). To our mind, it is apparent that, the 
main reason why their Lordships of the Supreme Court so held in Prahladral 
Agarawala's case (supra) was that, upon an agreement by the remaining 
partners, the wife became member of the partnership and the mere contribution 
or the capital by the wife did not automatically entitle her to partnership 
In the firm. As the partnership was based on agreement and it was the 
event of agreement between the partners that brought the respondent’s 
wife into partnership as a partner, it was held therein that the share of 
profits of the wife could not be included in the respondent’s total Income 
under section 64(l)(iil). The income in the said case accrued neither directly 
nor indirectly as much as such accrual of income depended upon the volition 
or discretion of the partners of the firm to admit the respondent’s wife 
to the partnership as a partner. It is in that the test of proximate or remote 
connection has been laid down by the Supreme Court in the said ci.se. 
In our view, the principles laid down in the said case would not apply to 
the facts of the present case at all inasmuch as, as noted earlier, after the 
sale of the land, which was gifted to her by the assessee’s elder brother, 
the wife of the assessee had invested that amount received as consideration, 
with the assessee and the assessee was paying Interest to his wife on the 
amount invested by her. Here, we are dealing with the Income which has 
proximate connection with the transfer of the assets made by the assessee. 
On plain reading of section 64(l)(iii), it is evident that the income arising 
to the wife has to be included in the total income of her husband. If the 
following conditions are fulfilled : 

(i) There must be transfer of assets by the assessee to his wife; 

(ii) The transfer in favour of the wife by the assessee must be otherwise 
than for adequate consideration-, and 

(iii) The Income in question should have arisen or accrued to the wife 
directly or indirectly from the assets transferred to her by her 
husband. 

In our view, all the conditions mentioned in section 64{l)(iLi) stand satisfied 
on the facts of the present case and, therefore, the ITO was justified In 
adding the amounts of Rs. 2,860 and Rs. 7, 195 to the income of the assessee 
while working out the assessee’s Income for the assessment year 
1974-75. We are of the opinion that, on the facts and in the circumstances 
of the case, the Tribunal was not right in law in confirming the order of 
the AAC deleting the addition of Rs. 7,195 as Income of the assessee under 
section 64. Question No. 2 referred to us Is answered in the negative, I.e. 
in favour of the revenue and against the assessee. 

The reference stands disposed of, accordingly, with no order as to costs. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Varghese Kalllath & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice P.A. Mohammed) 

Writ Appeal No. 316 of 1984 

E.K. Jose 
vs. 

Addl. Agricultural Income-tax Officer & Others 
For the Appellant Dr. Vincent Panikulangara 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on 25.2.1994 

KERALA AGRICULTURAL INCOME-TAX ACT ~ Estimate of income 

— Assessment compieted after inspection report — No objection 
raised at pre-assessment stage against findings recorded in 
inspection report — Assessment confirmed in appeal and in 
revision — Held, evidentiary value of inspection report not to be 
minimised — No application moved before AAC against inspection 
report — Order of Board of Revenue based on cogent material 

— Appeal dismissed. 

Kerala Agricultural Income-tax Act, 1950. 

FACTS 

This is a writ appeal against the judgment of the learned single Judge 
filed by the writ petitioner, who Is an assessee under the provisions of 
the Agricultural l.T. Act, 1950. The substantial relief that subsists for 
consideration Is to quash order passed bp the third respondent, 
Commissioner of Agricultural l.T. Board of Revenue. 

DECISION 

The inspection report made available by an officer not below the rank of 
an Agricultural ITO is a material piece of evidence. The evidentiary value 
of the inspection report cannot be minimised according to the convenience 
of the assessee. According to the Hon’ble High Court, if the appellant had 
any grievance against the report, he could have very well moved an 
application before the AAC under the above provision and obtained a fresh 
report regarding the correct yield and cultivation expenses. In revision 
against the order, the Board of Revenue has directed certain modifications. 
In fact the learned Judge, it appears, had very anxiously considered all the 
points urged before him. The jurisdiction of the Board of Revenue, it appears, 
had been exercised in a reasonable and proper manner. The findings entered 
are neither perverse nor unsupported by any materials. The Hon’ble Court 
felt that the conclusions arrived at by the learned single Judge were sound, 
fair and reasonable and so they were only to be approved without any reserve. 
The appeal was accordingly dismissed. 
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Full t«itt of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(P.A. Mohammed, J.) 

This is a writ appeal against the judgment of the learned single Judge In 
O.P. No. 7924 of 1989 filed by the writ petitioner, who is an assesses 
under the provisions of the Agricultural I.T. Act, 1950 (for short ‘the Act’). 
The substantial relief that subsists for consideration in the writ petition 
is to quash Ext. P7 order passed by the third respondent, Commissioner 
of Agricultural I.T. Board of Revenue. Trivandrum under s. 34 of the Act. 

This is not a case where third respondent has entirely rejected the claims 
of the appellant in revision. Third respondent has in fact directed certain 
modifications In the matter of estimating yield and expenses for the year 
1987-88. Ext. P3 assessment order and Ext. P5 appellate order challenged 
in the writ petition have necessarily merged in Ext. P7 order of the th'rd 
respondent. Thus we have before us Ext. P7 order of the Board of Revenue 
directing the assessing authority to effect certain modifications In the 
assessment for the year 1987-88 for consideration in this appeal. 

Learned counsel for the appellant mainly focussed his attack on the estimate 
of yield from rubber during the year 1987-88. The argument is that there 
was sudden increase of annual yield from 23 qtls. (for the years 1984-85 
to 1986-87) to 46 qtls. (for the year 1987-88) and that, therefore, the 
income estimated for the year 1987-88 cannot be said to be reasonable 
or fair. In order to substantiate this point the appellant wants us to rely 
on the inspection report dt. 28th Dec., 1982 obviously discarding Ext. PI 
inspection report dt. 28th April, 1988. This approach as It appears to us, 
is basically deceptive. When the assessment order in dispute admittedly 
relates to the year 1987-88, it is difficult for this Court to adopt a report 
relating to an anterior period, that is to say, a report relating to the year 
1982-83. What we can legitimately adopt here is the Inspection report dt. 
28th Dec., 1982 obviously discarding Ect. PI Inspection report dt. 28th 
April, 1988, which relates to the relevant accounting year even though 
serious attempt was made to belittle the said report by the appellant. The 
inspection report made available by an officer not below the rank of an 
Agrl. ITO is a material piece of evidence, Inasmuch as, the officer has the 
statutory power to enter into any land belonging to an assessee and Inspect 
any accounts, registers and other documents, which such officer considers 
to be relevant for the purpose of any proceeding under the Act. The 
evidentiary value of the inspection report cannot be minimised according 
to the convenience of the assessee. The report is ordinarily prepared after 
the inspection of the land as authorised by the provisions of the Act and 
after obtaining the adequate data for fixing the yield from the properties. 

Ext. PI report came to the fore as a result of the sudden inspection made 
by the officer on 28th April, 1988. Of course the assessee makes serious 
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challenge as to the correctnessof the results obtained through the Inspection. 
However, the genuineness of the said report cannot be ruled out. Though 
the inspection was sudden, the assessee’s son who was on the spot had 
signed the report In token of he being present at the time of inspection. 
Needless to point out that Ext. PI report could have been challenged in 
appropriate proceedings and its evidentiary value could have thus been 
whittled down If criticism now advanced against it is proved. The contents 
of the report were made available according to the appellant, for the first 
time In pre-assessment notice for the year 1987-88. But it appears to us. 
no objection was raised in the reply to the pre-assessment notice against 
the findings in the inspection report. Thus the assessee by his own conduct 
allowed Ext. PI report to remain intact and to hold the field. Of course, 
the pre-assessment notice for the year 1987-88 was based on the findings 
in Ext. PI report, which was necessarily made as the basis for Ext. P3 
assessment order for the year 1987-88. 

We cannot countenance the argument that the appellant had no opportunity 
to contradict the findings in Ext. PI report. As against Ext. P3 order of 
assessment the appellant had filed an appeal before the second respondent 
under s. 31 of the. Act. Proviso to sub-s. 31 authorises the AAC who deals 
with the appeal against an order of assessment to issue commission to 
ascertain and report the yield and cultivation expenses in appropriate cases. 
By this proviso the appellant has been given the right to move an application 
before the AAC for the aforesaid purposes. According to us, if the appellant 
had any grievance against Ext. PI report, he could have very well moved 
an application before the AAC under the above provision and obtained 
a fresh report regarding the correct yield and cultivation expenses. Such 
a right available under the aforesaid provision has not been made use of 
by the appellant. Ext. P3 assessment order has been confirmed in appeal 
as per Ext. P5 by the second respondent. In revision against Ext. P5 order, 
-the Board of Revenue, as pointed out earlier, has directed certain modi- 
fications as per Ext. P7. In the aforesaid background, we do not find our 
way to Interefere with Ext. P7 revlslonal order passed by the Board of 
Revenue. 

In fact the learned Judge, it appears to us, has very anxiously considered 
all the points urged before him. even though the points advanced are purely 
questions of fact which are not normally gone into in the present proceeding. 
Further, the jurisdiction of the third respondent Board of Revenue under 
s. 34, It appears to us, has been exercised in a reasonable and proper 
manner. We have no hesitation to agree with the observation of the learned 
single Judge that the findings entered by respondents 1 , 2 and 3 are neither 
perverse nor unsupported by any materials. We feel the conclusions arrived 
at by the learned single Judge are sound, fair and reasonable and so they 
are only to be approved without any reserve. We do so. 

We see no merit in this writ appeal. It is accordingly dismissed. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 361 (Ker.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon'ble Justice Mr. T.L. Viswantha Iyer & 

Hon’ble Justice Mrs. K.K. U^a) 

IT Reference No. 373 of 198^ 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

C. Sekharan 

For the Appellant P.K. Menon and N.R.K. Nalr 

For the Respondent S.A. Nagendran and Premjit 

Decided on : 7-10-1994 

POWER OF THE TRIBUNAL — Assessee claming weighted deduction 
before CIT(A) for the first time — CIT(A) refusing assessee to raise 
additional ground — Tribunal admitting additional ground — 
Remanding the matter to CIT(A) — Held, Tribunal justified in 
admitting additional ground. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 35B. 

FACTS 

The assessee had omitted to make a claim for weighted deduction 
u/s 35B before the assessing authorltit but raised the contention when 
the matter was pending In appeal before the CIT (A). The CIT(A), however, 
refused to entertain the claim as he felt that the decision In CIT (Addl.) 
vs. Curjargravures P. Ltd. (1978) 111 ITR 1 (SC) stood In the u>ay of 
his entertaining the plea. The Tribunal, however, took a different view 
and came to the conclusion that this point is liable to be dealt with. 
Accordingly;, It directed the ITO to go Into the question and decide 
whether the assessee was entitled to the relief u/s 35B. It Is based on 
the decision of the Tribunal that the aforesaid question of law was 
directed to be referred In the petition u/s 256(2). 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that there is no dispute about the bonafides of 
the assessee so far as this case is concerned. The Tribunal has found that 
this is eminently a fit case where the assessee should be permitted to raise 
additional points in the appeal. Nothing has been made out before us to 
show that the essessee acted unreasonably or that he was in default. The 
Tribunal has, therefore, acted perfectly and legally in permitting the assessee 
to raise additional points about section 35 B in the appeal and directing 
the ITO to deal with the matter on its merits. The Hon’ble Court, therefore, 
did not find any merit in the contentions raised by the revenue, which 
accordinly stand concluded by the decision of the Supreme Court aforesaid. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CJTfAddl.) vs. Curjargravures P.Ltd. (1978) 111 ITR 1 (SC) 
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2 CIT vs. Kanpur Coal Si/ndlcate (1964) 53 UR 225 (SQ 

3, Jute Corporation of India Ltd. vs. CIT (1991) 187 UR 688 (SQ 

4, Ral Kumar Srimal vs. CIT (1976) 102 UR 525 (Cal) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(T.L. Vlswanatha Iyer, J.) 

The Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, Cochin Bench, has referred the fol- 
lowing question for determination of this court under section 256(2) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961, namely. 

“Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the Tribunal 
Is right In law In admitting the ground raised by the assessee and restoring 
the matter to the Income-tax Officer for proper disposal in accordance 
with law?” 

The assessee had omitted to make a claim for weighted deduction under 
section 35B before the assessing authority but raised the contention when 
the matter was pending in appeal before the Commissioner of Income-tax 
(Appeals). The Commissioner, however, refused to entertain the claim as 
he felt that the decision in CIT (Addl.) vs. Curjargravures P. Ltd. (1978) 
111 ITR 1 (SC) stood in the way of his entertaining the plea. The Tribunal, 
however, took a different view and came to the conclusion that this point 
is liable to be dealt with. Accordingly, it directed the Income-tax Officer 
to go into the question and decide whether the assessee was entitled to 
the relief under section 35B. It is based on this decision of the Tribunal 
that the aforesaid question of law was directed to be referred in the petition 
under section 256(2). 

Though the question is one of law, it Is unnecessary to deal with the matter 
in detail for the reason that the applicability of the decision in CIT (Addl.) 
os. Curjargravures P. Ltd. (1978) 111 ITR 1 SC) was the subject of 
consideration by the Supreme Court in Jute Corporation of India Ltd. 
vs. CIT (1991) 187 ITR 688. The Supreme Court noted that the aforesaid 
decision had been rendered without taking note of the earlier three Bench 
decision in CIT vs. Kanpur Coal Syndicate (1964) 53 ITR 225 (SQ. They 
also held that the decision in Curjargravures P. Ltd.’s case (1978) 111 
UR 1 (SQ was one rendered on the peculiar facts and circumstances of 
the case and was not one of the general application. Accordingly, they held 
that the appellate authority could entertain the additional ground of appeal 
and that the entertalnabillty or otherwise of the question will depend upon 
the facts and circumstances of each case. The Supreme Court said that 
no rigid principles or any hard and fast rule can be laid down for the purpose. 
Eventually the question was one of the Appellate Assistant Commissiner 
being satisfied of the appellant's bona fldes. in doing so, the Supreme Court 
relied on the decision of the Calcutta hUgh Court In Ral Kurrtar Srimal 
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vs. CIT (1976) 102 ITR 525, where the Bench presided over by Sabyasacld 
Mukhaiji J., said that the Appellate Assistant Commissioner was entitled 
to admit new grounds or evidence either suo motu or at the invitation of 
the parties. If he was acting on the invitation by the assessee, there must 
be some ground for admitting new evidence in the sense that there must 
be some explanation to show that the failure to adduce evidence eailler 
was not wilful and not unreasonable. This view enunciated by Sabyaszichl 
Mukharji J., in the judgment of the Calcutta High Court found fzwour widi 
the Supreme Court. 

There is no dispute about the bona fides of the assessee so far as this 
case is concerned. The Tribunal has found that this is eminently a fit case 
where the assessee should be permitted to raise additional points in the 
appeal. Nothing has been made out before us to show that the assessee 
acted unreasonably or that he was in default. The Tribunal has, therefore, 
acted perfectly and legally in permitting the assessee to raise additional points 
about section 35 B in the appeal and directing the Income-tax Officer to 
deal with the matter on its merits. We do not, therefore, find any merit 
in the contentions raised by the Revenue, which according to us, stand 
concluded by the decision of the Supreme Court aforesaid. 

We, therefore, answer the question referred to us in the affirmative, that 
is, in favour of the assessee and against the Revenue. No costs. 

Communicate a copy of this judgment under the seal of this court and the 
signature of the Registrar to the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, Cochin 
Bench, for information. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 363 (Mad.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADRAS 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. Venkataswaml & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. Jayaslmha Babu) 

IT Reference No. 224 of 1981 
Tax case No. 538 of 1981 
Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Sri Ramavilas Service Ltd. 

For the Appellant C.V. Rajan 

For the Respondent P.P.S. Janarthana Raja, Padmanabhan 

and Rama Man! 

Decided on : 23-3-1994 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Retrenchment compensation and 
notice pay paid to employees — Payment made in accordance with 
the agreement 'under voluntary retirement scheme — Held, 
expenditure allowable. 
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Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37. 

FACTS 

The assessee claimed a sum of Rs. 23,08^- as compensation paid to 
the employees who retired voluntarily, and that the said sum must be 
treated os busi'iess expenditure. The ITO did not agree that the said 
sum was expended by way of business expenditure as it cannot be 
considered as statutory liability in terms of the provisions of section 
25F, 25FF or 25FFF of the Industrial Disputes Act. The ITO further 
held that the payment must be treated as voluntary and on that ground 
disallowed the claim of the assessee. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that it is seen from the order of the ITO that the 
payment of Rs. 23,084/- was as per the scheme agreed to between the 
assessee and the employees. That being the position, can it be said that 
the amount represented a voluntary payment as contended by the Revenue, 
or can it be treated as business expenditure, as contended by the assessee.' 
The Hon’ble Court held that there was a scheme pursuant to which the 
amount in question was given and hence was allowable as a deduction. 

Cases referred to: 

1. CIT vs. George Oakes Ltd. (1992) 110 Taxation 46 (Mad)- (1992) 
197 ITR 288 (Mad) 

2. Sassoon J. David & Co. P. Ltd. vs. CIT (1979) 118 ITR 261 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below ; 


JUUUMENT 

(Ven^TQtQsujamf, J.) 

At the instance of the Revenue, the Tribunal has referred the following 

wo questions under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, for the 

decision of this court -. , ^ uie 

(1) Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
ppellate Tribunal was right in holding that the provision for 
rnonetary value of the unavalled leave salary of the employees 
should be allowed as a deduction? and 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was right In holding that the sum of Rs. 23,084 
being the retrenchment compensation andnotlce pay to the 
employees voluntarily retired would be an admissible deduction?” 

he counsel appearing for the Revenue, submitted that 

re.™ Accordtagly, we are 

returning the first gucstlon without giving any answer. 

So far as the second questfon Is concerned, the brief facts are the following: 
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The assessee claimed a sum of Rs. 23,084 as com])ensatlon paid to the 
employees who retired voluntarliy, and that the said sum must be treated 
as business expenditure. The Income-tax Officer did not agree that the said 
sum was expended by way of business expenditure as it cannot be considered 
as statutory liability in terms of the provisions of section 25F, 25FF, at 
25FFF of the Industrial Disputes Act. The Income-tax Officer further held 
that the payment must be treated as voluntary, and, on that ground, 
disallowed the claim of the assessee. On appeal by the assessee, the 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner allowed that claim, applying the decision 
of the Tribunal in Income-tax Appeal No. 193 of 1977-78. On further appeal 
by the Revenue, the Tribunal upheld the order of the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner. Hence, the present reference at the instance of the Revenue. 

It is seen from the order of the Income-tax Officer that the payment of 
Rs. 23,084 was as per the scheme agreed to between the assessee and 
the employees. That being the position, can it be said that the amount 
represented a voluntary payment as contended by the Revenue, or can it 
be treated as business expenditure, as contended by the assessee. Is the 
question to be decided. 

This matter is no longer res Integra. In CIT us. George Oakes Ltd. (1992) 
197 ITR 288, a Division Bench of this court had occasion to decide an 
identical issue, and we are told that the assessee in the case was a sister 
concern of the assessee in the case on hand. Ratnam J., as the learned 
Judge then was, speaking for the Bench, while answering a question identical 
to the present one, has observed as follows (at page 291) : 

“. . . . In other words, though under the provisions of the Industrial Disputes 
Act as such, no liability was cast on the assessee for making available 
the benefits of retrenchment to the nine retired workmen, yet, under 
the standing orders, it became necessary for the assessee to meet that 
obligation. The purpose of retrenching the nine workmen, as found 
by the Tribunal, was only to contain the loss, reorganise the branch 
by reducing the staff and to bring about a reduction in the wage bill 
as well. These are matters of management pertaining to business 
considerations and expediency and the expenditure incurred by the 
assessee in this regard was for purposes of business and also with a 
view to maintaining good relationship with labour and the expenditure 
has to be considered as having been laid out wholly and exclusively 
for business purposes of the assessee. A reference In this connection 
may be made to Sassoon J. Davfd and Co. P. Ltd. vs. CIT (1979) 
118 ITR 261 (SC), where the Supreme Court stated that it is not the 
stand of the Revenue that the sum of Rs. 2,481 representing the payment 
of notice pay to the nine workmen is not reasonable. Therefore, the 
third question is answered in the affirmative and against the Revenue." 

As noticed by the learned Judges in the decided case of CIT vs. George 
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Oakes Ltd. (1992) 197 ITR 288 (Mad), here also there was a scheme 
pursuant to which the amount In question was given. The decision of the 
Supreme Court referred to above (in the extract supra), fully supports the 
stand taken by the assessee, and in the circumstances, we find no difficulty 
in answering the second question against the Revenue and In the affirmative. 
The Revenue will pay the costs which are fixed at Rs. 500. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 366 (Mad.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADRAS 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. Venkataswaml & 

Hon'ble Justice Mr. Jayasimha Babu) 

IT Reference Nos. 235 & 236 of 1981 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

E.L. Navaneetha Chettiar & Sons 

For the Appellant : C.V. Rajan 

For the Respondent P.P.S. Janarthana Raja 

Decided on 23-3-1994 

TRANSFER OF PROPERTY — Property owned by firm — Transfer 
to parties by book entries — Held, not a valid transfer of property 
since transfer without registration — Income from property 
assessable in the hands of the firm. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 22. 

FACTS 

TheA.Ys. Involued are 1974-75 and 1975-76. For theA.Ys. In question, 
the ITO added Rs. 6,000/- and Rs. 9,000/- respectivelif, as Income from 
the house property. That was objected to by the assessee on the ground 
that as per the entries In the account books, the property was transferred 
to the partners and thereafter It was no longer the property of the firm 
and hence Income from the property cannot be added to the Income 
of the assessee firm. 

DECISION 

Even on the basis that the properties of the firm should be deemed to have 
been held In common by all the partners, as a firm is not a legal entity 
and cannot hold properties, there could not be a division of the properties 
purchased in the .name of the firm as amongst the partners by making entries 
in the accounts of the firm without actual dissolution of the firm. Even 
assuming that the firm’s properties were owned and enjqyed in common 
by the partners, such common properties cannot be possessed and enjoyed 
In severalty unless there is a document in writing. The release of the partner’s 
share In specified properties of the firm will be a transfer of the Interest 
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in immovable property and any transfer of such Interest in Immovable 
property wUi require registration if the value of the Interest exceeds Rs. 
100/-. Book entries do not make a conversion of any kind known to law. 
They are only entries made by the book-keeper and find a place only in 
account books. They cannot by their own force eff^t any conveyance, 
release, partition or other transfer of immovable properties. A combined 
reading of the entries in the instant case would clearly show that the position 
which was wished for by the parties had not been properly brought about 
by any effective transaction known to law. 

Cases referred to 

1. CIT vs. Dadha & Co. (1983) Taxation 71(3) 15, (1983) 142 ITR 792 
(Mad) 

2. CIT vs. Pahnlappa Enterprises (1984) 150 ITR 237 (Mad) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JtlDGMENT 

(Venkataswami, J.) 

The Tribunal, at the Instance of the Revenue, has referred the following 
two questions for the decision of this court : 

“(1) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was correct in law in holding that the property 
in question is not the property of the firm after March 31, 1972, 
and as such the income therefrom cannot be assessed in the hands 
of the firm for the assessment year under consideration? 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Appellate Tribunal was right in holding that the transfer of the 
house property belonging to the firm, Messrs. E.L. Navaneetha 
Chettlar and Sons, to the partners without any registered docu- 
ment while the firm was still in existence, by merfe book entries, 
was valid transfer in law?” 

The brief facts are the following : 

These two references relate to the assessment years 1974-75 and 
1975-76, The respondent/assessee was a partnership concern. For the 
assessment years in question, the Income-tax Officer added Rs. 6,000 and 
Rs. 9,000, respectively, as Income from the house property. That was 
objected to by the assessee on the ground that as per the entries in the 
account books, the property was transferred to the partners and thereafter 
it was no longer the property of the firm and hence income from the property 
cannot be added to the income of the assessee-firm. The Income-ttix Officer 
did not agree with the assessee and consequently included the said two 
amounts in the Income of the assesee. Aggrieved by that, the assessee 
preferred two appeals to the Appellate Assistant Commissioner. The Appellate 
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Assistant Commissioner also held that transfer without any registered 
document, but by merely .making transfer entries in the account books of 
the firm, Is not sufficient zmd, therefore, the house property continued to 
be the asset of the firm, and, on that view, dismissed the appeals. The 
assessee preferred further appeals to the Tribunal. The Tribunal purporting 
to follow its earlier order in Income-tax Appeal No. 381 of 1974-75, dated 
August 25, 1976, on a similar issue, held that the entries in the books 
of account are sufficient to transfer the Interest In the property to the 
individual partners, and, on that view, allowed the claim of the respondents/ 
assessees. Aggrieved by that, the Revenue sought the present references. 
Mr. C.V. Rajan, learned counsel appearing for the Revenue, submitted that 
the Tribunal followed its earlier order in Income-tax Appeal No. 381 of 
1974-75, dated August 25, 1976, that was taken up to this court by way 
of reference by the Revenue, and this court, in the decision rendered in 
CIT us. Dadha and Co. (1983) 142 ITR 792, differed from the view taken 
by the Tribunal and held that unless the transfer was by a process known 
to law, the same cannot be recognised 2 uid, therefore, the house property 
will continue to be the property of the firm. 

In the said decision, the learned Judges (Ramanujam J. and Balasubrah- 
manyan J.), though delivered separate judgments, concurrd on the view 
abovementloned. 

In the view of Ramanujam J. (headnote) : 

“.... even on the basis that the properties of the firm should be deemed 
to have been held in common by all the partners, as a firm is not a 
legal entity and cannot hold properties, there could not be division 
of the properties purchased in the name of the firm as amongst the 
partners by making entries in the account of the firm without actual 
dissolution of the firm. Even assuming that the firm’s properties were 
owned and enjoyed in common by the partners, such common properties 
cannot be possessed and enjoyed In severalty unless there is a document 
in writing. When common ownership of two persons is transferred Into 
two individual ownerships, there is a transfer of an Interest, in that there 
is a mutual release by one in favour of the other as regards the Interests 
transferred in favour of the other. The release of the partner’s share 
in specified properties of the firm will be a transfer of such Interest 
in Immovable property will require registration if the value of the Interest 
exceeds Rs. 100. The book entries made on November 16, 1963, by 
which the common properties of the partners were treated as the 
separate properties of each of the partners to the extent of their share, 
could not have any effect without there being an instrument in writing 
evidencing the transfer of the injtefieir 

Accordingly, the assessment.of the capital gains as well as the income 
therefrom and the Interest earned on the unpaid consideration In the 
hands of the firm was justified.” 
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According to Balasubrahmanyan J. (headnote) : 

"The only way the co-owners of immovable property have of creating 
separate dimensions over as many separate Interests as diere are co- 
owners would be by way of a regular deed of partition. Co-ownerhslp 
of property cannot fall apart as separate individual Interests without 
a deed of partition or at any rate a deed of mutual release. Any such 
instrument, whether it be a regular deed of partition or a release deed, 
must be duly stamped as contemplated under the Indian Stamp Act, 
if the value thereof is over Rs. 100. 

Book entries do not make a conversion of any kind known to law. They 
are only entries made by the book-keeper and find a place only in account 
books. They cannot by their own force effect any conveyance, release, 
partition or other transfer of Immovable properties. A combined reading 
of the entries in the Instant ..case would clearly show that the position 
which was wished for by the parties had not been properly brought 
about by any effective transaction known to law.” 

it is also brought to our notice by Mr. C.V. Rajan, learned counsel appearing 
for the Revenue, that an attempt was made subsequently to have the earlier 
view taken in the case reported in CIT vs. Dadha and Co. (1983) 142 
ITR 792 (Mad) reconsidered. However, this court in the case of CIT us. 
Palanlappa Enterprises (1984) 10 ITR 237, reaffirmed the view taken in 
CIT us. Dadha and Co. (1983) 142 ITR 792 (Mad), and held that there 
was no case for reconsideration. 

In view of the above decisions of this court, we hold that the Tribunal was 
not right in deciding the issue in favour of the assessee. Accordingly, the 
questions are answered in the negative and in favour of the Revenue, and 
the Revenue is entitled to get costs from the assessee. Costs one set 
Rs. 1,000. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 369 (Ori.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA 
(Before Hon’ble Justice Mr. G.B.Patnalk & 

Hon’ble Justice Mr. P.C. Nalk) 

Special Jurisdiction Case No. 54 of 1989 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Rabindranath Bhol 

For the Appellant A.K. Ray 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on 22-11-1994 

EXEMPTION — Assessee owner of house property — Part of the 
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property used for purpose ol business of the firm — Aesessee 
claiming exemption u/s 22 — Held, business carried by fllnn Is 
business carried by partner — Assesses entitled to exemption. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 22. 

FACTS 

The assessee, and Indiuidual. (s also a partner of a partnership firm. 
The said assessee had allowed some rooms In his building where the 
partnership business was being carried on. No rent was being charged 
from the said partnership firm. During the A.Y. 1983-84, the assessee 
contended that the rooms wherein the bulnsess was being carried on 
by the partnership firm of which the assessee himself Is a partner should 
be excluded while computing the Income from house property u/s 22 
of the Income-tax Act. The JTO, however, rejected the said claim and 
on the basis of the rent which the assessee luas receiving from other 
tenants computed the notional Income In respect of the rooms under 
the occupation. The T rlbunal directed the ITO to allow necessary deduction 
u/s 22. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that a partnership as defined in section 4 of the 
Indian Partnership Act is the relation between persons who have agreed 
to share the profits of a business carried on by all or any o* ^hem acting 
for all. Therefore, when a firm carries on business, it is business carried 
on by the partners of the firm. One partner is the agent of the other in 
carrying out that business. Consequently, when a partnership carries on 
a business, each partner thereof must be said to be carrying on that business. 
The income from a house property owned by the assessee partner and used 
in the business carried on by the partnership firm in which the assessee 
is a partner would qualify for the exemption provided in section 22 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. The Hon’ble Court accordingly answered the question 
in favour of the assessee and against the Revenue. 

Cases referred to: 

1. CIT vs. Raslklal Balabhal (1979) 119 ITR 303 (Guj) 

2. CIT vs. Guruswamv K.N. (1984) 146 FTR 34 (Kar) 

3. Bhal Sunder Dass & Sons vs.ClT (1972) 85 ITR 28 (Del) 

4. CIT us. Gotia J.H. (1985) Taxation 79(3) - 215 (SQ (1985) 156 ITR 
323 (SC) 

5. Saruamangala Properties Ltd. vs. CIT (1923) 90 ITR 267 (Cal.) 

6. ShantI Kumar Narottam Morarji vs. CIT (1955) 27 ITR 69 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

(G.B. Patnalk, J.) 

On an application being filed by the Department under section 256(1) of 
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the Income-tax Act, 1961, the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal has referr^ 
the following questions for the opinion of this court and a statement of 
the case has been made. The two questions referred are : 

“(1) Whether income from a house property oumed by a partner and 
used in the business carried on by the partnership firm would 
qualify for the exemption provided In section 22 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 ? 

(li) On the facts and in the circumstances of the case, whether the 
Tribunal was Justified in allowing deduction under section 23(2) 
of the Income-tax Act ?" 

The assessee, an individual, is also a partner of a partnership firm. The 
said assessee had allowed some rooms in his building where fhe partnership 
business was being carried on. No renjt was being charged from the said 
partnership firm. During theassesment year 1983-84, the assessee contended 
that the rooms wherein the business was being carried on by the partnership- 
firm of which the assessee himself is a partner should be excluded while 
computing the income from house property under section 22 of the Income- 
tax Act. The Income-tax Officer, however, rejected the said claim and on 
the basis of the rent which the assessee was receiving from other tenants 
computed the notional income in respect of the rooms under the occupation 
of the partnership firm and then determined the tax liability. The assessee 
carried the matter in appeal, but the appellate authority dismissed the appeal 
as the business of the partnership-frm cannot be said to be the business 
of the assessee himself. The assesse then carried the matter in second appeal 
to the Tribunal. The Tribunal came to the conclusion that the portion of 
the building which is utilised by the partnership firm should be treated as 
being used by the assessee for the purpose of business and, therefore, the 
income from such property would not be taxable under section 22. It 
accordingly directed deletion of the Income in rt^Qsect of that portion of 
the property which was being occupied by the part'hershlp firm. In respect 
of the claim of the assesee for deduction under section 23(2) for a portion 
of the building which was under the occupation of the bank, the Tribunal 
took into account the fact that the Income-tax Officer had allowed such 
deduction in respect of the assessee for the assessment year 1987-88 zmd, 
therefore, there was no reason why the same should not be allowed in respect 
of the year under consideration. Accordingly, the Tribunal directed the 
Income-tax. Officer to allow necessary deduction under section 23. The 
appeal of the assessee thus having been allowed, the Department moved 
the Tribunal under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, and the 
Tribunal on being satisfied had referred two questions as already stated for 
the opinion of this court. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’blc Mr. Justice T.L. Vlswanatha Iyer) 

Original Petition No. 10838 of 1989 

Ramachandran & Co. 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer & Another 
For the Appellant : P. Balachandran 

For the Respondent ; P.K. Ravlndranatha Menon with N.R.K. 

Nair 

Decided on : 24.5.1994 

WAIVER/REDUCTION OF INTEREST — Return due to be Rled on 
31.7.1984 — Extension sought till 31-3-1985 — Retrum filed 
on 31-3-1986 — Investigation started — During pendency of 
investigation assessee filing revised return under amnesty scheme 
disclosing income of Rs. 8.40 lakhs against Rs. 4.43 lakhs disclosed 
— rrO making substantial additions to taxable income — On appeal 
addition of Rs. 50,000/- only maintained — Assessee claimed 
waiver of interest charged u/ss 139(8), 215 and 216 by filing 
revision petition on ground of amnesty scheme — Revision petition 
dismissed — Held, benefit of amnesty scheme not availatr’e since 
revised return filed after investigation — Further being the revised 
return did not disclose true income — Revision petition rightly 
dismissed.!''^ 

Amnesty Scheme, 1985 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 139(8), 215 & 216. 

FACTS 

The petitioner which Is a firm, was doing business as abkari contractors 
during the accounting year ending 31.3.1984. The return for the 
corresponding A.Y. 1984-85 was due on 31.7.1984 but the petitioner 
sought for extension of time till 31.3.1985, and filed the return one 
i/ear later on 31.3.1966 disc/osing a total Income of Rs. 4,43,370/-. The 
ITO started Investigation on receipt of the return and called for various 
details. While the proceedings were thus going on, the petitioner purported 
to take advantage of the Amnesty Scheme of 1985 and filed a revised 
return disclosing a total Income of Rs. 8,39,810/- for the year. The ITO 
was not, however, satisfied with this return. He made addition to the 
total Income returned, besides disallowing certain Items of expenditure 
claimed. The taxabl/e Income for the year was thus determined at 
Rs. 15,58,078/-. Apart from demanding tax on this Income, demand 
was also made for Rs. 2,46,102/- by tyay of Interest u/s 139(8), 
Rs. 1,53,634/- for interest u/s 215 and Rs. 344/- by way of interest 
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u/s 216. The appeal fifed by the petitioner uias allowed substantlalfp 
deleting the addition to the Income and confining the disallowances to 
an amount of Rs. 50,00Qf-. The assessee fifed revision petition before 
CIT for waiver of Interest levied under various sections of the Act. The 
revision petitions were disposed of bp the CIT and were dismissed. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the petitioner has no case that it is entitled 
to any waiver by virtue gf Rules 40 and 117A of the I.T. Rules, 1962. 
The reliance was only on the fact that a return was filed purporting to be 
under the Amnesty Scheme and, therefore, no interest may be charged. 
This contention does riot stand scrutiny for the reason that the return for 
the year was due on 31.7.1984, extension was sought till 31.3.1985 and 
the return filed one year later on 31.3.1986. This return did not admittedly 
disclose the income truly or fully. It was only after the investigation started 
and the process of assessment was going on that the revised return purporting 
to be under the Amnesty Scheme was filed on 12.3.1987. Even this return 
was not accepted and eventually after the order in appeal, the taxable income 
stood enhanced by an amount of Rs. 50,000/-. The Amnesty Scheme 
postulates a voluntary and true disclosure of his income by an assessee for 
the benefits thereof being given to him. In this case, the revised return was 
evidently prompted by the investigation going on and was made almost 
on the eve of completion of the assessment, namely on 12.3.1987, the 
date of assessment being 1.4.1987. The return so filed was neither true 
nor complete as evident from the enhancement of the taxable income by 
Rs. 50,000/- even as per the apt)ellate order, which the petitioner accepted 
and did not challenge in further appeal. The revised return was thus not 
a true return and, therefore, the petitioner became disentitled to benefits 
of the Amnesty Scheme. The Hon’ble High Court was in agreement with 
the reasoning of the CIT on this point. 

Case referred to : 

CIT vs. Sree Narayana Chandrika Trust (1993) KLJ (Tax Cases) 644 
Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

r JUDGMENT 

(T.L. Viswanatha Iyer, J.) 

The petitioner which is a firm, was doing business as abkarl contractors 
during the accounting year ending 31.3.1984. The return for the corre- 
sponding A.Y. 1984-85 was due on 31.7.1984 but the petitioner sought 
for extension of time till 31.3.1985, and filed the return one year later 
on 31.3.1986 disclosing a total Income of Rs. 4,43,370/-. The ITO started 
investigation on receipt of the return and called for various details and 
particulars from the petitioner by his letter Ext. Rl(a) dt. 1st Dec., 1986. 
While the proceedings were thus going on, the petitioner purported to take 
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advantage of the Amnesty Scheme of 1985 and filed a revised return 
disclosing a total Income of Rs. 8,39,810/- for the year. That was on 12th 
March, 1987. The ITO was not, however, satisfied with this return as he 
was of opinion that the petitioner had disclosed a lesser value for the arrack 
sold by it during this year than the previous year, and for other reasons, 
he made addition to the total Income returned, besides disallowing certalri 
Items of expenditure claimed. The taxable income for the year was thus 
determined at Rs. 15,58,078/- by the order Ext. PI dt. 1st April, 1987. 
Apart from demanding tax on this Income demand ujs also made for 
Rs. 2,46,102 by way of Interest under s. 139(8), Rs. 1,53,634 for Interest 
under s. 215 and Rs. 344 by way of Interest under s. 216. 

The petitioner challenged this order in appeal and simultaneously applied 
by Ext. P4 dt. 4th May, 1987 to the ITO for waiver of the Interest demanded. 
The ITO rejected this request for waiver of Interest by his reply Ext. P5 
dt. 15th May, 1987, on the ground that the partners of the petitioner firm 
had not made corresponding disclosures and payment of tax. The petitioner 
carried this order (In so far as It related to the Interest under ss. 139(8) 
and 2151 In revision before the CIT by the’ revision petitions Exts P6 and 
P7. 

In the meanwhile the appeal filed by the petitioner against the order of 
assessment was allowed substantially deleting the addition to the Income 
and confining the disallowances to an amount of Rs. 50,000. The taxable 
income was thus fixed at Rs. 8,91,217. The appellate order was Imple* 
mented by the proceedings Ext. P3, by which the demand for interest was 
scaled down to Rs. 1,35,828 under s. 139(8), Rs. 75,306 under s. 215 
and Rs. 344 under s. 216. 

The revision petitions Exts. P6 and P7 were thereafter disposed of by the 

CIT by the order Ext. P8 dt. 15th Feb., 1989. The petitions were dismissed. 
The CIT stated: 

The assessee s argument cannot be accepted for several reasons. 
Though the assessee filed Its original return Itself on 31st March, 1986 
when the Amnesty Scheme was In force. It did not choose to disclose 
its full Income and It filed a revised return on 12th March, 1987 only 
after the ITO made enquiries. Actually the ITO did not accept even 
this revised return under s. 143(1) as is normally done In the Amnesty 
Scheme. Instead he made further enquiries and made an order 
under s. 143(3) enhancing the total income to a much higher figure 
15,58,080. Even the CIT(A) sustained an addition to the extent 
of Rs. 50,000. The assessee, therefore, does not satisfy the condition 
of the Amnesty Scheme. 

The assessee also could not explain the reasons for the delay In the 
submission of the return and the reasons for the under-estlmatlon of 
advance tax. It also cold not explain the reasons for deferment of 
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instalments of advance tax. For all diese reasons I am dismissing the 

assessee’s revision petition.” 

The petitioner has no case that it is entitled to any waiver by virtue of Rules 
40 and 117A of the I.T. Rules, 1962. The reliance was only on the fact 
that a return was filed purporting to be under the Amnesty Scheme and, 
therefore, no Interest may be charged. This contention does not stand 
scrutiny for the reason that the return for the year was due on 31.7.1984, 
extension was sought till 31.3.1985 and the return filed one year later on 
31.3. 1986. This return did not admittedly disclose the income truly or fully. 

It was only after the investigation started and the process of assessment 
was going on that the revised return purporting to be under the Amnesty 
Scheme was filed on 12.3.1987. Even this return was not accepted and 
eventually after the order in appeal, the taxable Income stood enhanced 
by an amount of Rs. 50,000/-. The Amnesty Scheme postulates a voluntary 
and true disclosure of ,hls income by an assessee for the benefits thereof 
being given to him. In this case, the revised return was evidently prompted 
by the investigation going on and was made almost on the eve of completion 
of the assessment, namely on T2.3.1987, the date of assessment being 
1.4.1987. The return so filed was neither true nor complete as evident 
from the enhancement of the taxable Income by Rs. 50,000/- even as per 
the appellate order, which the petitioner accepted and did not challenge 
in further appeal. The revised return was thus not a true return and, 
therefore, the petitioner became disentitled to benefits of the Amnesty 
Scheme. The Hon’ble High Court was in agreement with the reasoning 
of the CIT on this point in the order Ext. P8. 

The err was, therefore. Justified In dismissing the revision petitions Exts. 
P6 and P7. 1 must also note here that the primary benefit under the Amnesty 
Scheme Is exoneration from penalty. What is charged under Exts. PI and 
P3 Is interest accruing consequent on the delay on the part of the petitioner 
Itself and not penalty. 

In this view of the matter, the clarifications made by the CBDT in reply 
to questions 19 and 21 in Circular No. 451, dt. 17th Feb., 1986 [(1986) 
158 ITR (St.) 135), do not have any relevance and do not require con- 
sideration. 

Counsel for the petitioner, however, raised a question of Jurisdiction with 
the contention that the CIT had dismissed the revision petitions on a new 
ground different from that taken by the ITO in his order Ext. P5. This is 
stated to be unjustified, by virtue of the decision of this Court in CIT vs. 
Sree Narayana Chandrlka Trust 1993 KLJ (Tax Cases) 644. 1 do not find 
any substance In this contention. That was a case falling under s. 263 and 
in that context It was observed that the order of the CIT can be sustained 
by the Tribunal only on the ground stated therein and not on others, as 
otherwise the Tribunal will be virtually usurping a Jurisdiction which is 
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exclusively that of the CIT. That is not the case here where It Is the amaitK e 
who approached the CIT In revision under s. 264. It was then open to 
the err to sustain the order impugned on any of the grounds available to 
him to sustain It. I overrule this contention. 

The original petition is, therefore, without merit. 

It is dismissed. No costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 376 (SC) 
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(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Kuldlp Singh, 
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BENAMI TRANSACTIONS (PROHIBITION) ACT, 1988 — Suits 
filed prior to coming Into operation of the said Act — Held, 
Sections 4(1) and 4(2) cannot be pressed in service as a defence 
to benami holders in connection with suits filed prior to coming 
into operation of these sections — Further held, the said sections 
not a declaratory provision and not applicable retrospectively. 

Benami Transactions (Prohibition) Act, 1988 — Sections 4(1) ft 4(2). 

FACTS 

^ this group of matters a common question arises for consideration, 

i^hether section 4(1) of the Benami Transactions (Prohibition) Act, 1988 

can be applied to suit, claim or action to enforce anp right In property 
held benami against person In whose name such property Is held or any 
other person. If such proceeding is Initiated by or on behalf of a person 
claiming to be real owner thereof, prior to the coming into force of section 
4(1) of the Act. In fact the question is answered In the affirmative by 
a Division Bench of this Court In Mithllesh Kumar! vs. Prem ^harlKhare 
(1989) 177 rru 97. In that case two learned Judges of this Court 
Constituting the Oiufsion Bench hdoc talcen the aforesaid a//irmotiue 
view. The correctness of that view came up for consideration before 
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another Dtvisfon Bench of thts Court. That Division Bench by Its order 
dated 10.3.1992 directed that these matters be placed for hearing at 
the bottom of the miscellaneous list for final hearing on 22. 3. 1 992 before 
a three Judge Bench. Ultimately this group of matters came to be placed 
for final hearing before this Bench. In order to appreciate the nature 
of the controversy posed for our consideration, we may note a few 
relevant facts leading to these proceedings. In most of the proceedings 
various suits were filed years back before coming Into operation of section 
4(1). These proceedings were pending either at the first appeal stage 
or second appeal stage or In revision, before the High Court or In civil 
appeals before t^is Court when section 4(1) came Into operation. The 
question Is whether these pending proceedings at various stages In the 
hierarchy can get encompassed by the sweep of section 4(1) and as such 
suits would be liable to be dismissed as laid down by that section. 

DECISION 

Before we deal with these six considerations which weighed with the Division 
Bench for taking the view that section 4 will apply retrospectively in the 
sense that it will get telescoped into all pending proceedings, howsoever 
earlier they might have been filed, if they were pending at different stages 
in the hierarchy of the proceedings even upto this Court, when section 
4 came into operation, it would be appropriate to recapitulate the salient 
feature of the Act. As seen earlier, the preamble of the Act itself states 
that It is an Act to prohibit benaml transactions and the right to recdver 
property held benaml, for matters connected therewith or incidental thereto. 
Thus, it was enacted to efface the then existing rights of the real owners 
of properties held by others benaml. Such an Act was not given any 
retrospective effect by the legislature. Even when we come to section 4, 
it is easy to visualise that sub-section (1) of section 4 states that no suit, 
claim or action to enforce any right in respect of any property held benaml 
against the person in whose name the property is held or against any other 
shall lie by or on behalf of a person claiming to be the real owner of such 
proiperty. As per section 4(1) no such suit shall henceforth lie to recover 
the possession of the property held bapaml by the defendant. Plaintiff’s 
right to that effect Is sought to be taken away and any suit to enforce such 
a right after coming into operation of section 4(1) that is on 19.5.1988, 
shall not He. The legislature In Us wisdom has nowhere provided in section 
4(1) that on such suit, claim or action pending on the date when section 
4 came into force shall not be proceeded with and shcdl stand abated. 
On the contrary, clear legislative Intention is seen from the words 'no such 
claim, suit or action shall He', meaning thereby no such suit, claim or section 
shall be permitted to be filed or entertained or admitted to the portals of 
any Court for seeking such a relief after coming into force of section 4(1). 
In Collins English Dictionary, 1979 edition, as reprinted subsequently, the 
word 'He' has been defined in connection with suits and proceedings. At 
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page 848 of the Dictionary while dealing with topic No. 9 under the definition 
of term ‘He’ it is stated as under : 

"For an action, claim, appeal, etc., to subsist, be maintainable or 

admissible”. 

The word ’He’ in connection with the suit, claim or action Is not defined 
by the Act. If we go by the aforesaid Dictionary meaning It would mean 
that such suit, claim or action to get any property declared benaml will 
not be admitted on behalf of such plaintiff or applicant against the concerned 
defendant in whose name the property Is held on and from the date on 
which this prohibition against entertaining of such suit comes into force. 
With respect, the view taken that section 4(1) would apply even to such 
pending suits which were already filed and entertained prior to the date 
when the section came into force and which has the effect of destroying 
the then existing right of plaintiff in connection with the suit property cannot 
be sustained in the face of the clear language of section 4(1). It has to 
be visualised that the legislature in its wisdom has not expressly made section 
4 retrospective. Then to imply by necessary Implication that section 4 would 
have retrospective effect and would cover pending litigations filed prior to 
coming Into force of the section would amount to taking a view which would 
run counter to the legislative scheme and intent projected by various 
provisions of the Act to which we have referred earlier. It is also pertinent 
to note that section 4(2) enjoins that no such defence ‘shall be allowed’ 
In any claim, suit or action by or on behalf of a person claiming to be 
the real owner of such property. That is to say no such defence shall be 
allowed for the first time after coming into operation of section 4(2). If 
such a defence is already allowed in a pending suit prior to the coming 
Into operation of section 4(2), enabling an issue to be raised on such a 
defence, then the Court is bound to decide the issue arising from such an 
already allowed defence as at the relevant time when such defence was 
allowed, section 4(2) was out of picture. Section 4(2) nowhere uses the 
words: “No defence based on any right in respect of any property held 
benaml, whether against the person in whose name the property is held 
or against any other person, shall be allowed to be raised or continued 
to be raised in any suit". With respect, it was wrongly assumed by the 
Division Bench that such an already allowed defence in a pending suit would 
also get destroyed after coming into operation of section 4(2). As a result 
of the aforesaid discussion it must be held, with respect, that the Division 
Bench erred in taking the view that section 4(1) could be pressed in service 
In connection with suits filed prior to coming into operation of that section. 
Similarly, the view that u/s 4(2) all suits filed by persons in whose names 
properties are held, no defence can be allowed at any future stage of the 
proceedings that the properties are held benaml, cannot be sustained. As 
discussed earlier, section 4(2) will have a limited operation even in cases 
of pending suits after section 4(2) came into force if such defences are not 
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already allowed eariier. It must, therefore, be held, with respect, that die 
decision of this Court in Mlthllesh Kumari’s case does not lay doum correct 
law so far as the applicability of section 4(1) and section 4(2} to the extent 
hereinabove indicated, to pending proceedings when these sections came 
into force, is concerned. Accordingly, the question' for consideration is 
answered in the negative. 

■ Cases referred to : 

1. Mlthllesh Kumarl vs. Prem Beharl Khare (1989) Taxation 93(2) 23, 
(1989) 177 ITR 97 (SQ overruled 

2. Kithlesh Kumarl vs. Prem Beharl (1989) 177 ITR 97 (SQ 

3. Nand Klshore Marwah us. SamundrI Devi 1987 (4) SCC 382 

4. Athlumnei), In re (1898) 2 QB 551 

5. Garlkapatl Veeraya us. N. Subblah Choudhry AIR 1957 SC 540 

EDITOR'S NOTE 

A Division Bench of the Supreme Court in the case of Mlthllesh Kumarl 
us. Ram Beharl Khare (1989) 177 ITR 97 held that section 4(1) could 
be pressed in service even in cases filed prior to coming into operation 
of that section and it had further held that u/s 4(2) in all suits filed by 
persons in whose names properties are held, no defence could be allowed 
at any future stage of the proceedings when the properties are held benami. 
This view of the Division Bench has been overruled in the present case 
by a three Member Bench of the Apex Court. 

Pull text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(S.B. Majudan, J.) 

In this group of matters a common question arises for our consideration. 
It is to the following effect whether section 4(1) of the Benami Transaction 
(Prohibition) A<;.t, 1988 (the Act) can be applied to suit, claim or action 
to enforce any right in property held benami against person in whose name 
such property is held or any other person, if such proceeding is initiated 
by or on behalf of a person claiming to be real owner thereof, prior to 
the coming into force of section 4(1) of the Act. Section 4 with its relevant 
sub-sections reads as under ; 

^’Prohibition of the right to recover property held benami - (1) No 
suit, claim or action to enforce any right in respect of any property 
held benami against the person in whose name the property is held 
or against any other person shall lie by or on behalf of a person claiming 
to be the real owner of such property. 

(2) No defence based on any right in respect of any property held benami, 
whether against the person in whose name the property is held or against 
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any other person, shall be allowed In any suit, claim or action by or 
on behalf of a person claiming to be real owner of such property. 

(3) Nothing In this section shall apply - 

(a) where the person In whose name the property is held is a coparcener 
in a Hindu undivided family and the property is held for the benefit 
of the coparceners in the family; or 

(b) where the person in whose name the property is held is a trustee 
or other person standing In a fiduciary capacity, and the property is 
held for the benefit of another person for whom he is a trustee or towards 
whom he stands in such capacity?". 

In fact the question is answered in the affirmative by a Division Bench of 
the Court in Mithllesh Kumarl us. Prem Beharl Khare (1989) 177 ITR 
97. In that case two learned Judges of this Court constituting the Division 
Bench have taken the aforesaid affirmative view. The correctness of that 
view came up for consideration before another Division Bench of this Court. 
That Division Bench by Its order dated 10.3. 1992 directed that these matters 
be placed for hearing at the bottom of the miscellaneous list for final hearing 
on 22.3. 1992 before a three-Judge Bench. Ultimately this group of matters 
came to be placed for final hearing before this Bench. 

We have heard the learned counsel for the respective parties on this question. 
Learned advocates were agreeable that though the order of the Division 
Bench dated 10-3-1992 has resulted In placing these matters before three- 
Judge Bench for final hearing, we may after answering the question canvassed 
before us, send back the matters to the Bench of two learned Judges who 
can dispose of the same on merits in accordance with law, in the light of 
answer given by us on the aforesaid question. 

In order to appreciate the nature of the controversy posed for our con- 
sideration, we may note a few relevant facts leading to these proceedings. 
In most of the proceedings various suits were filed years back before coming 
into operation of section 4(1). These proceedings were pending either at 
the first appeal stage or second appeal stage or in revision before the High 
Court or In civil appeals before this Court when section 4(1) came into 
‘operation. The question is whether these pending proceedings at various 
stages in the hierarchy can get encompassed by the sweep of section 4(1) 
and such suits would be liable to be dismissed as laid down by that section. 

The learned counsel appearing for the concerned plaintiffs submitted before 
us that sections 3, 5 and 8 of the Act came into force on 5-9-1988 when 
the Act received the President’s assent and the remaining sections were 
deemed to have come into force on 19-5-1988 and that prior to the coming 
into force of the Act and the relevant provisions thereof, litigations were 
already filed by the parties and they h^d to be governed by the then existing 
law which held the field at the time of initiation of these proceedings and 
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tfiat ^ere is nothing in Act to indicate that any of the provisions of 
'the Act, including section 4(1), has any retrospective effect. They further 
contended that even the Division Bench of this Court in MltUesh Kumarl’s 
case (supra) has taken the view that section 3(1) is prospective in operation. 
Under these circumstances, they submitted that it wovdd be inconsistent 
to hold that though the Act is not retrospective it would apply to all pending 
proceedings at whatever stage they might be and such proceedings would 
incur dismissal under section 4(1). They submitted that there was a substantive 
right in the plaintiff under the existing laws which had sanction of more 
thzm a centrary, under which consistently such benami transactions were 
recognised and could be enforced by Courts of law. That this substantive 
right is sought to be taken away by section 4(1) and unless there is anything 
to suggest that it is retrospective in operation, it could not be treated to 
be retrospective. 

The learned counsel appearing for the respondents/defendants on the other 
hand submitted that even though the Act may not be retrospective, at least 
to the extent it is roping in all past transactions of benami purchases of 
properties and when rights arising therefrom are sought to be put to an 
end by section 4(1) which covers any or every property held benami, there 
is no reason why the said section cannot apply to such proceedings at any 
stage till they get finally decided by the highest Court in the hierarchy. If 
there is any change in law by which any pending litigation becomes 
incompetent, such change in law can be applied to such pending proceedings 
at whatever stage they might be pending before higher Courts. In short, 
they submitted that the decision rendered by Saikia, J in Mlthllesh Kumarl’s 
case (supra) lays down correct law and requires no reconsideration. 

Having giving our anxious consideration to these rival contentions, we have 
reached the conclusion that the question has to be answered in the negative 
and it must be held that the decision of the Division Bench taking a contrary 
view does not lay down correct law. 

The reasons are these : Under various legal provisions holding the field, 
prior to the coming into operation of this Act, benami transactions were 
a recognised specie of legal transactions pertaining to immovable properties. 
Under the Indian Trusts Act, 1882almost 1 13 yearsback the then Legislature 
enacting the law laid down in -section 82 as under : 

“Transfer to one for consideration paid by another — Where property 
is transferred to one person for a consideration paid or provided by 
another person, and it appears that such other person did not Intend 
to pay or pro\^de such consideration for the benefit of the trcuisferee, 
the transferee must hold the property for the benefit of the person paying 
or providing the consideration. 

Nothing in this section shall be deemed to affect the Code of Civil 
Procedure, section 317, or Act No. XI of 1859 (to improve ttie law 
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relating to sales of land for arrears of revenue In the Lower Provinces 
under the Bengal Presidency), section 36". 

Therefore, It was a legal right of the plaintiff to contend In those days that 
even though the transfer of the property had been effected In the name 
of defendant benamldar for the plaintiff from whom the consideration had 
moved the plaintiff was the real owner and, therefore, the defendant was 
bound to restore such property to the real owner. If the benamldar took 
up a defiant attitude then the law provided a substantive right to the plaintiff 
to come to the Court for getting appropriate declaration and relief of 
possession on that ground. Various Courts in India over a century used 
to entertain such suits and such suits on proof of relevant facts used to 
be decreed. The Legislature, however, in its wisdom considered the question 
of enacting an appropriate legislation for prohibiting such benaml trans- 
actions. For that purpose earlier Benaml Transactions (Prohibition of the 
Right to Recover Property) Ordinance, 1988, was promulgated by the 
President and it was followed by the Act, the different sections of which 
came into force on the respective dates as mentioned hereinabove. It may 
also be kept in view that these exercises were undertaken in the light of 
India Law Commission’s 57th Report on benaml transaction. This Report 
was submitted on 7-8-1973 by the Law Commission after studying benaml 
system as operating in India and England. The Law Commission also 
examined Implications of the provisions of the Indian Trusts Act and othe; 
statutory modifications of the benami law as contained in the Code of Civil 
Procedure, 1908, the Transfer of Property Act, 1947, the Indian Penal 
Code, 1860 and the Income-tax Act, 1961. In that Report, the Law 
Commission suggested retrospective effect to be accorded to the proposed 
legislature. 15 years, however, passed and the Parliament did not take any 
steps in this connection. In the meantime, many more suits concerning 
benaml transactions not only saw the light of the day but also got successfully 
disposed of. Some of them, however, were pending in first appeals or second 
appeals or revisions. Then, as noted earlier, on 19-5-1988, the President 
of India promulgated the Ordinance to prohibit the right to recover property 
held benaml and for matters connected therewith and Incidental thereto 
based on the suggestion of the Law Commission of India. Thereafter, the 
Law Commission was requested to take up the question of banami trans- 
actions for detailed examination and to give Its considered views as early 
as possible so that a Bill to replace the Ordinance could be drafted on the 
basis of its recommendations and got passed by the Parliament. India Law 
Commission by its 130th Report on 14-8-1988 recommended passing of 
appropriate legislation and accordingly the Benami Transactions (Prohibi- 
tion) Bill, 1988, drafted after getting the Report, was introduced in the 
Rajya Sabha on 31-8-1988 and the Bill was passed. In para 3.18 of its 
Report, the Law Commission made the following recommendation in 
connectlon^Hvith the retrospective operation of the proposed legislation ; 
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“3.18. Therefore vieived from either angle, the Law Commission Is of 
the firm opinion that the legislation replacing the Ordiruince should be 
retrospective in operation and that no locus penitentia need be given 
to the person udio had entered into benami. transactions in the past. 
They had notlpe of one and a half decades to set their house in order. 
No more indulgence is called for." 

It is thereafter that the Act came to be passed by both the Houses of 
Parliament and came into force as stated above, it might be appreciated 
that though the Law Commission recommended retrospective applicability 
of the proposed legislation, the Parliament did not make the Act or any 
of its sections expressly retrospective in its wisdom. A bird’s eye view of 
the Act clearly establishes this position. The Act being Act No. 45 of 1988 
in its preamble states that It is an Act to prohibit benami transactions and 
the right to recover property held benami, for matters connected therewith 
or incidential thereto. Section 3 which is the heart of the Act imposes the 
required prohibition oh benami transactions. It reads as under ; 

“3. 'Prohibition .of benami transactions — (1) No person shall enter 
into any benami transaction. 

(2) Nothing in sub-section (1) shall apply to the purchase of property 
by any person in the name of his wife or unmarried daughter 
and it shall be presumed, unless the contrary is proved, that the 
said property had been purchased for the benefit of the wife or 
the unmarried daughter. 

(3) Whoever enters into any benami transaction shall be punishable 
with imprisonment for a term which may extend to three years 
with fine or with both. 

(4) Notwithstanding anything contained in the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), an offence under this section shall 
be non-cognlzable and bailable.” 

A mere look at the above provisions shows that the prohibition under section 
3(1) is against persons who are to enter into benami transactions and it 
had laid down that no person shall enter into any benami transaction which 
obviously means from the date on which this prohibition comes into 
operation, l.e., with effect from 5-9-1988. That takes care of future benami 
transactions. We are not concerned with sub-section (2) above, it states 
that whoever entires into any benami transaction shall be punishable with 
imprisonment for a term which may extend to three years or with fine or 
with both. Therefore, the provision creates a new offence of entering into 
such benami transactions. It is made non-cognizable and bailable as laid 
down under sub-section (4). It is obvious that when a statutory provision 
creates new liability and new offence, it would naturally have prospective 
operation and would cover only those offences which take place after section 
3(1) comes into operation. In fact Saikia, J., speaking for the Court in 



384 


TAXATION- REPORTS 


IVot 126 


Mithl/esh Human 's case (supra), has in terms observed at page 635 that 
section 3 obviously cannot have retrospective operation. We respectfully 
concur with this part of the learned Judge’s view. The rezA problem centres 
round the effect of section 4(1) on pending proceedings wherein clatan to 
any property on account of It being held benaml by oiher side is on the 
anvil and such proceeding had not been finally disposed of by the time. 
Section 4(1) came into operation, namely, on 19-5-1988. Salkla, J., 
speaking for the Division Bench m the case of Mithllesh Kumarl (supra),’ 
gave the following reasons for taking the view that though section 3 is 
prospective and though section 4(1) is also not expressly made retrospective, 
by the Legislature, by necessary implication, it appears to be retrospective 
and would apply to all pending proceedings wherein right to property 
allegedly held benami is in dispute between parties and that section 4(1) 
will apply at whatever stage the litigation might be pending in the hierarchy 
of the proceedings : 

(1) Section 4 clearly provides that no suit, claim or action to enforce 
any right In respect of any property held benaml against the person 
in whose name the property is held or against any other person 
shall lie by or on behalf of a person claiming to be real owner 
of such property. This naturally relates to past transactions as 
well. The expression any property held benaml is not limited to 
any particular time, date or duration. Once the property is found 
to have been held benami, no suit, claim, or action to enforce 
any right in respect thereof shall lie. 

(2) Similarly, sub-section (2) of section 4 nullifies the defences based 
on any right in respect of any property held benami whether 
against the person In whose name the property is held or against 
any other person in any suit, claim or action by or on behalf of 
a person claiming to be the real owner of such property. It means 
that once a property is found to have been held benami the real 
owner is deprived of such a defence against the person in whose 
name the property is held or any other person. In other words, 
in its sweep section 4(2) engulfs past benaml transactions also. 

(3) When an Act is declaratory in nature, the presumption against 
retrospectivity is not applicable. A statute declaring the benami 
transactions to be unenforceable belongs to this type. The 
presumption against taking away vested right will not apply in 
this case inasmuch as under law it is the benamidar in whose name 

e property stands, and law only enabled the real owner to recover 
the property from him which right has now ceased by the Act. 
in one sense there was a right to recover or resist in the real 
owner against the benamidar. Ubi jus Ibl remedlum - where the 
remedy is barred, the right is rendered unenforceable. 
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(4) When the law unlllftes the defences available to the real owr 
In recovering the benami property from the benamidar, the 
must apply Irrespective of the time of the benami transactic 
The expression ‘shall lie’ under section 4(1) and ‘shall be allo' 
in section 4(2), are prospective and shall apply to present (fui 
stages) and future suits, claims or action only. 

(5) The word ’suits' would Include appeals and further appeal 
appeals are in continuation of the suits. This is an aspec 
procedural law and, therefore, when procedure Is changed 
deciding any such proceedings between the parties the provlsl 
of such procedural iaw can be applied to such pending proceed! 
by necessary implication. 

(6) Repel]lng the contention that rights of the parties to a suit wc 
be determined on the basis of rights available to them on the 
of filing of the suit and distinguishing the Judgment of this C 
in Nand Kishore Maru/ab us. Samundrt Deul 1987 (4) SCC^ 
it was observed that the aforesaid case was for eviction wh 
the rights of the parties on the date of suit were material un 
in this case where subsequent legislation has nullified the defen 
of benami holders. 

Before wc deal with these six considerations which weighed with the Divls 
Bench for taking the view that section 4 will apply retrospectively in 
sense that it will get telescoped into all pending proceedings, howso< 
earlier they might have been filed, if they were pending at different sta 
in the hierarchy of the proceedings even up to this Court, when sec’ 
4 came into operation, it would be apposite to recapitulate the salient feat 
of the Act, As seen earlier, the preamble to the Act Itself states tha 
is an Act to prohibit benami transactions and the right to recover propt 
held benami, for matters connected therewith or Incidental thereto. Tt, 
it was enacted to efface the then existing rights of the real owner, 
properties held by other benami. Such an Act was not given any retrospec 
effect by the Legislature. Even when we come to section 4, it is eas; 
visualise that sub-section (1) of section 4 states that no suit, claim or ac' 
to enforce any right in respect of any property held benami against 
person in whose name the property is held or against any other shall 
by or on behalf of a person claiming to be the real owner of such prop< 
As per section 4(1) no such suit shall thenceforth He to recover the possess 
of the property held benami by the defendant. Plaintiff’s right to that efl 
Is sought to be taken away and any suit to enforce such a right after com 
into operation of section 4(1) that is on 19-5-1988, shall not He. ' 
Legislature in its wisdom has nowhere provided in section 4(1) that no 
suit, claim or action pending on the date when section 4 came into fc 
shall not be proceeded with and shall stand abated. On the contrary, c 
legislative intention is seen from the words ‘no such claim, suit or ac 
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shall lie’, meaning thereby no such suit, claim or action shall be permitted 
to be filed or entertained or admitted to tiie portals of any Court for seeking 
such a relief after coming into force of section 4(1). In Collins English 
Dtctlonary, 1979 edn., as reprinted subsequently, the word ’lie' has been 
defined in connection with suits and proceedings. At page 848 of the 
Dictionary while dealing with topic No. 9 under the definition of term ‘lie’ 
is stated as under : 

“For an action, claim, appeal, etc., to subsist; be maintainable or 

admissible.” 

The word ‘lie’ In connection with the suit, claim or action is not defined 
by the Act. If we go by the aforesaid Dictionary meaning it would mean 
that such suit, claim or action to get any property declared benami will 
not be admitted on behalf of such plaintiff or applicant against the concerned 
defendant in whose name the property is held on and from the date on 
which this prohibition against entertaining of such suit comes into force. 
With respect, the view taken that section 4(1) would apply even to such 
pending suits which were already filed and entertained prior to the date 
when the section came into force and which has the effect of destroying 
the then existing right of plaintiff in connection with the suit property cannot 
be sustained in the fact of the clear language cf .'sctlon 4(1). It has to be 
visualised that the Legislature in its wisdom has not expressly made section 
4 retrospective. Then to imply by necessary Implication that section 4 would 
have retrospective effect and would cover pending litigations filed prior to 
coming into force of the section would amount to taking a view which would 
run counter to the legislative scheme and intent projected by various 
provisions of the Act to which we have referred earlier. It Is, however, true 
as held by the Division Bench that on the express language of section 4(1) 
any right inhering in the real owner in respect of any property held benarhi 
would get effaced once section 4(1) operated, even if such transaction had 
TCen entered into prior to the coming into operation of section 4(1), and 
hence, after section 4(1) applied, no suit can lie in respect to such a past 
wriaml transaction. To that extent the section may be retrospective. To 
ighllght this aspect we may take an Illustration. If a benami transaction 
has taken place in 1980 and a suit Is filed in June 1988 by the plaintiff 
c aiming that he is the real owner of the property and defendant is merely 
a bcnamldar and the consideration has flown from him then such a suit 
vwufd not lie on account of the provisions of section 4(1). Bar against 
Ing, entertaining and admission of such suits would have become operative 
y ime 1988 and to that extent section 4(1) would take in its sweep even 
past benami iiansactlons which arc sought to be litigated upon after coming 
into force of prohibitory provision of section 4(1); but that Is the only effect 
of the retroactivity of section 4(1) and nothing more than that. From the 
conclusion that section 4(1} shall apply even to past benami transactions 
to the aforesaid extent, the next step taken by the Division Bench that 
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therefore, the then existing lights got destroyed and even though suits by 
K real owners were filed prior to coming into operation of secticm 4(1) they 
. would not survive, does not logically follow. 

So far as section 4(2) is concerned, all that is provided is that if a suit Is 
filed by a plaintiff who claims to be the owner of the property under the 
document in his favour and holds the property in his name, once section 
4(2} applies, no defence will be permitted or allowed in any such suit, claim 
or action by or on behalf of a person claiming to be the real owner of 
such property held benami. The disallowing of such a defence which earlier 
was available, itself suggests that a new liability or restriction is Imposed 
. by section 4(2) on a pre-existing right of the defendant. Such a provision 
also cannot be said to be retrospective or retroactive by necessary impli- 
cation. It is also pertinent to note that section 4(2) does not expressly seek 
to apply retrospectively. So far as such a suit which is covered by the sweep 
of section 4(2) is concerned, the prohibition of section 4(1) cannot apply 
to it as it is not a claim or action filed by the plaintiff to enforce right in 
respect of any property held benami. On the contrary, it Is .a suit, claim 
or action flowing from the sale deed or title deed in the name of the plaintiff. 
Even though such a suit might have been filed prior to 19-5-1988, if before 
the stage of filing of defence by the real owner Is reached, section 4(2) 
becomes operative from 19-5-1988, then such a defence, as laid down by 
section 4(2), will not be allowed to such a defendant. However, that would 
not mean that sections 4(1) and 4(2) only on that score can be treated tcwpP 
be Impliedly retrospective so as to cover all the pending litigations Irf* 
connection with enforcement of such rights of real owners who are parties 
to benami transactions entered into prior to the coming into operation of 
the Act and specially section 4 thereof, it is also pertinent to note that 
section 4(2) enjoins that no such defence ‘shall be allowed’ In any claim, 
suit or action by or on behalf of a person claiming to be the real ownei 
of such property. That Is to say no such defence shall be allowed for the 
first time after coming into operation of section 4(2). If such a defence 
Is already allowed In a pending suit prior to the coming into operation of 
section 4(2), enabling an issue to be raised on such a defencaflhen the 
Court is bound to decide the issue arising from such an already allowed 
defence as at the relevant time when such defence was allowed, section 
4(2) was’out of picture. Section 4(2) nowhere uses the words ;“No defence 
based on any right In respect of any property held benami, whether against 
the person in whose name the property is held or against any other person, 
shall be allowed to be raisea or continued to be raised in any suit." With 
fespect, it was wrongly assumed by the Division Bench that such an already 
allowed defence in a pending suit would also get destroyed after coming 
into operation of section 4(2). We may at this stage refer to one difficulty 
projected by the learned advocate for the respondents In his written submissions, 
on the applicability of section 4(2). These submissions read as under : 
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“Section 4(1) places a bar on a plaintiff pleading ‘benami’, whtie section 
4(2) places a bar on a defendcint pleading ‘benami’, after the coming 
into force of the Act. In this context. It would be anomalous if the bar ' 
in section 4 Is not applicable if a suit pleading ‘benami’ is already filed 
prior to the prescribed date, and it Is treated as applicable only to suit 
which he filed thereafter. It would have the effect of classifying the so- 
called ‘real’ owners Into two classes - those who stand in the position 
of plaintiffs and those who stand in the position of defendants. This 
may be clarified by means of an Illustration. A and B are ‘real’ owners ■ 
who have both purchased properties in say 1970, in the names of C 
and D respectively who are ostensible owners, viz., benamldars. A files 
4 a suit in February 1988, l.e., before the coming into force of the Act ' 
^ against C, for a declaration of his title saying that C Is actually holding 
It as his benamidar. According to the petitioner’s argument, such a plea 
would be open to A even after coming into force of the Act, since the 
suit has already been laid. On the other hand, if D files a suit against 
B at the same time for declaration and injunction, claiming himself to 
be the owner but B’s opportunity to file a written statement comes in 
say November 1988 when the Act has already come Into force, he In 
his written statement cannot plead that D is a benamidar and that he, 

B is the real owner. Thus A and B, both ‘real’ owners, would stand 
on a different footing, depending upon whether they would stand in 
the position of plaintiff or defendant. It is respectfully submitted that 
such a differential treatment would not be rational or logical." 

According to us, this difficulty Is inbuilt in section 4(2) and does not provide 
the rationale to hold that this section applies retrospectively. The Legislature 
itself thought it fit to do so and there is no challenge to the vires on the 
ground of violation of article 14 of the Constitution. It is not open to us 
to re-wrlte the section also. Even otherwise, In the operation of sections 
4(1) and 4(2), no discrimination can be said to have been made amongst 
different real owners of property, as tried to be pointed out in the written 
objections. In fact, those cases in which suits are filed by real owners or 
defences are allowed prior to coming into operation of section 4(2), would 
form a separate class as compared to those cases where a stage for filing 
such suits or defences has still not reached by the time sections 4(1) and 
4(2) start operating. Consequently, latter type of cases would form a distinct 
category of cases. There is no question of discrimination being meted out 
while dealing with these two classes of cases differently. A real owner who 
has already been allowed defence on that ground prior to coming into 
operation of section 4(2) cannot be said to have been given a better treatment 
as compared to the real owner who has still to take up such a defence 
and in the meantime he Is hit by the prohfbitiQn ol s^tlon 4(2). Equally, 
there cannot be any comparison between a real owner who has filed such 
suit earlier and one who does not file such suit till section 4(1) comes into 
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Operation. All real owners v^o stake their claims regarding benaml treurs- 
actions after sections 4(1) and 4(2) came Into op>eration are given uniform 
treatment by these provisions, whether they come as plaintiff s or as defendants. 
Consequently, the grievances raised in this connection cannot be sustained. 

At this stage, we may also usefully refer to section 7(1} of the Act u^lch 
lays down that sections 81, 82 and 94 of the Indian Trusts Act, section 
66 of the Code of Civil Procedure, and section 281A of the Income-tax 
Act, arc thereby repealed. We have already seen section 82 of the Indian 
Trusts Act which gave almost for a period of a century or more a legal 
right to the real owner to claim against the purported owner that the 
consideration paid was by the real owner and the transferee held the property 
(or the benefit of the person paying consideration for supporting the 
transaction. It is this right which got destroyed by section 7 with effect 
from 19-5-1988. If any suits or proceedings were pending prior to that 
date. Invoking section 82 of the Indian Trusts Act, what is to happen to 
such suits I 5 no answered by section 4(1) or by any other provisions of 
the Act. We have, therefore, to turn to the General Clauses Act, for finding 
out an ansiber. Section 6 of the General Clauses Act lays down : 

“6. Effect of repeal — Where this Act, or any (Central Act) or 
Regulation made after the commencement of this Act, repeals 
j any enactment hitherto made or hereafter to be made, then, unless 

a different intention appears, the repeal shall not — 

i 4 (a) revive anything not in force or existing at the time at which the 

[ repeal takes effect; or 

(b) affect the previous operation of any enactment so repealed or 
anything duly done or suffered thereunder; or 

(c) affect any right, privilege, obligation or liability acquired, accrued 
or incurred under any enactment so repealed; or 

(d) after any penalty, forfeiture or punishment incurred In respect 
f of any offence committed against any enactment so repealed; or 

(e) affect any Investigation, legal proceeding or remedy in respect 
of amy such right, privilege, obligation, liability, penalty, forfeiture 
or punishment as aforesaid; 

and any such Investigation, legal proceeding or remedy may be Instituted, 
continued or enforced, and any such penalty, forfeiture or punishment 
^ may be Imposed as if the repealing Act or Regulation had not been 
passed." 

It becomes, therefore, obvious that the Act by section 7 has effected a repeal 
of section 82 of the Indian Trusts Act and while repealing this provision 
00 different intention appears from the Act to affect any right, privilege 
or liability acquired under section 82 by either side or any pending proceedings 
fegardlng such obligation or liability. Therefore, such pending proceedings 
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will have to be continued or enforced as If the repealing Act had not been 
passed. A conjoint reading of section 82 of the Indian Trust Act and section 
6 (b), (d) and (e) of the General Causes Act clearly enjoins that If suits 
are pending wherein the plaintiffs have put forward claims under the then 
existing section 82 of the Indian Trusts Act such proceedings are to be 
continued by assuming that the repealing of section 82 has not been effected 
In connection with such pending proceedings. Unfortunately, this aspect 
was not pressed for consideration before the Division Bench and, therefore, 
the view taken by the Division Bench Is likely to result in an Incongruous 
situation if a view is to be taken that a pending suit wherein plaintiff might 
have contended that the real consideration flowed from him and the 
defendant was not the real owner and held the property benami as per 
section 82 of the Indian Trusts Act, has to be continued by Ignoring the 
present Act, it will be Inconsistent with the conclusion reached by the Division 
Bench. As per the Division Bench, such suits must necessarily be dismissed 
at whatever stage they might be pending between the parties. Therefore, 
Interpretation of section 4(1) by the Division Bench would directly conflict 
with the legislative scheme emanating from section 82 of the Indian Trusts 
Act read with section 6 of the General Clauses Act discussed above. Even 
otherwise, It is now well-settled that where a statutory provision which is 
not expressly made retrospective by the Legislature seeks to affect vested 
rights and corresponding obligations of parties, such provision cannot be 
, said to have any retrospective effect by necessary implication. In Maxwell 
on the Interpretation of Statutes, 12th cdn. (1969), the learned author 
has made the following observations based on various decisions of different 
Courts, specially in Athlumneif, In re (1898) 2 QB 551 at pp. 551, 552: 

“...Perhaps no rule of construction is more firmly established than this 
that a retrospective operation is not to be given to a statute so as to 
Impair an existing right or obligation, otherwise than as regards matters 
of procedure, unless that effect cannot be avoided without doing violence 
to the language of the enactment. If the enactment Is expressed in 
language which Is fairly capable of either interpretation. It ought to be 
construed as prospective only. The rule has, in fact, two aspects, for 
it, ‘involves another and subordinate rule, to the effect -that a statute 
is not to be construed so as to have a greater retrospective operation 
than its language renders necessary’.” (p. 216) 

In the case of Garlkapatl Veerai^a us. /V. Subblah Choudhary AIR 1957 
SC 540 in para 25 Chief Justice, S.R. Das, speaking for this Court, has 
made the following pertinent observations in this connection : 

"...The golden rule of construction is that. In the absence of anything 
In the enactment to show that it is to have retrospective operation, 
it cannot be so construed as to have the effect of altering the law 
applicable to a claim in litigation atihe time when the Act was passed 
..." (p. 553) 
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We have already discussed eariler that there is nothing in the Act to show 
that sections 4(1) and 4(2) have to apply retrospectively to all pending 
proceedings wherein such a right is sought to be exercis^ by the plaintiff 
or such a defence has already got allowed to the concerned defendant. As 
a result of the aforesaid discussion, it must be held that reason Nos. 1 and 
2 which weighed with the Division Bench are not wed sustained. 

As regards reason No. 3, we are of the considered view that the Act cannot 
be treated to be declaratory in nature, [declaratory enactment declares and 
clarifies the real intention of the Legislature in connection with an earlier 
existing transaction or ^snactment, it does not create new rights or obli- 
gations. On the express language of section 3, the Act cannot be said to 
be declaratory but in substance it is prohibitory in nature and seeks to destroy 
the rights of the real owner q ua properties held benaml and in this connection 
It has taken away the right of the real owner both for filing a sui^ or for 
taking such a defence in a suit by benamidar. Such an Act which prohibits 
benami transactions and destroys rights flowing from such transactions as 
existing earlier, Is really not a declaratory enactment. With respect, we 
disagree with the line of reasoning which commended to the Division Bench. 
In this connection, we may refer to the following observations in Principles 
of Statutory Interpretation, 5th edn., 1992, by Shri G.P. Singh, at page 
315 under the caption 'Declaratory Statutes’ : 

“The presumption against retrospective operation is not applicable to 
declaratory statutes. As stated In CRAIES and approved by the Supreme 
Court : ‘For modem purpose a declaratory Act may be defined as an 
Act to remove doubts existing as to the common law, or the meaning 
or effect of any statute. Such Acts are usually held to be retrospective. 
The usual reason for passing a declaratory Act is to set aside what 
Parliament deems to have been a Judicial error whether in the statement 
of the common law or in the Interpretation of statutes. Usually, if not 
invariably, such an Act contains a preamble, and also the word ‘declared’ 
as well as the word ‘enacted’. But the use of the words 'it is declared’ 
is not conclusive that the Act is declaratory for these words may, at 
times, be used to introduce new rules of law and the Act in the latter 
case will only be amending the law and will not necessarily be retro- 
spective. In determining, therefore, the nature of the Act, regard must 
be had to the substance rather than to the form. If a new Act is to 
explain an earlier Act, it would be without object unless construed 
retrospective. An explanatory Act is generally passed to supply an 
obvious omission or to clear up doubts as to the meaning of tKe previous 
Act. It is well-settled that if a statute is curative or merely declaratory 
of the previous law retrospective operation is generally intended. The 
language 'shall be deemed always to have meant’ is declaratory, and 
is in plain terms retrospective. In the absence of clear words indicating 
that the amending Act is declaratory, it would not be so construed when 
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the prc-amended provisions was clear and unamblguoui. An amending 
Act may be purely clarificatory to clear a meaning of a pro\dsion of 
the principal Act which was already Implicit. A clarificatory amendment 
of this nature will have retrospective effect and, therefora, If tha principal ^ 
Act was existing law when the Constitution came into force the amendng ■ 
Act also will be part of the existing law. 

In Mithllesh Kumari vs. Prem Blharl Kbare, section 4 pf the Benaml 
Transactions (Prohibition) Act, 1988 was, it Is submitted, wrongly held 
to be an Act declaratory in nature for It was not passed to clear any 
doubt existing as to the common law or the meaning or effect of any 
statute. The conclusion, however, that section 4 applied also to past 
benami transactions may be supportable on the language used In the 
section.” 

No exception can be taken to the aforesaid observations of learned author 
which in our view can certainly be pressed in service for Judging whether 
the Impugned section is declaratory in nature or not. Accordingly, it must 
be held that section 4 or for that matter the Act as a whole Is not a piece 
of declaratory or curative legislation. It creates substantive rights In favour 
of benamldars and destroys substantive rights of real owners who arc parties 
to such transactions and for whom new liabilities are created by the Act, 

Qua reason No. 4, we may refer to our discussion earlier that the words 
'no suit shall lie’ as found in section 4(1) and 'no defence based on rights 
In respect of property shall be allowed’as found In section 4(2) have limited 
scope and operation and consequently this consideration also cannot have 
any effect on the conclusion which can be reached in this case. As to 
reason No. 5, it is observed that even though suit may Include appeal and 
further appeals In the hierarchy, at different stages of the litigation, sectlor\s 
4(1) and 4(2) cannot be made applicable to these subsequent stages as already 
seen by us earlier. Otherwise, they would cut across the very scheme of 
the Act. 

As to reason No. 6, relating to nullification of all the defences of benaml 
holders, we say with respect that according to us, as already discussed 
future defences of real owners against benamldar holders have been nullified 
as are covered by the sweep of section 4(2) and not others. 

As a result of the aforesaid discussion it must be held, with respect, that 
the Division Bench erred in taking the view that section 4(1) could be pressed 
In service in connection with suits filed prior to coming Into operation of 
that section. Similarly, the view that under section 4(2) In all suits filed by 
persons In whose names properties are held, no defence can be allowed 
at any future stage of the proceedings that the properties are held benaml, 
cannot be sustained. As discussed earlier, section 4(2) will have a limited 
operation even in cases of pending suits after section 4(2) came Into force 
If such defences are not already allowed earlier. It must, therefore, be held, 
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vjith respect, ttiat the decision of this Court In MUhUesh Kumarl's case 
(supra) does not lay down correct law so far as the appUcablllty of section 
4(1) and section 4(2) to the extent hereinabove Indicated, to pending 
proceedings wArcnttiese sections came Into force, is concerned. Accordingly, 
the question lor consideration Is answered In the negative. Registry wiU 
now place all these matters before aii appropriate Division Bench for 
disposing them of on merits In the light of the answer given by us. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 393 (SC) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice J.S. Verma, 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice N.P. Singh 
and Hon'ble Mr. Justice M.K. Mukherjee) 

Civil Appeal Nos. 1455-57 of 1976 
Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Patel Brothers & Co. Ltd. 

Decided on ; 9-5-1995 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE Entertainment expenses — Assessea 
iflPtirrlng expenditure on providing meals to up-country customers 
Expenditure disallowed by ITO — AAC holding expenses not 
le Irish, a bare necessity and allpuring the same — T ribunai confirming 
order of AAC — High Court agreeing with the order of Tribunal 
— Held, expenses incurred prior to insertion of Explanation 2 
to sub-section (2A) retrospectively w.e.f. 1-4-1976 allowable and 
not in the nature of entertainment expenses. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37(2A). 

Explanation I & 11 to sub-section (2A) of section 37. 

FACTS 

The relevant A.Ys. are 1969-70 to 1971-72. The assessee Is a limited 
compqnv ond It incurred expenses of Rs. 22,301, 25,979 and 28,620 
respectively In providing meals to Its employees and Its customers In 
ordinary course of business as customary trade usage. The ITO allowed 
part of the expenses but the AAC held that meals were bare necessity 
havfpg regard to the business and, therefore, allowable. The decision 
of the AAC was confirmed by Tribunal. Being aggrieved, the revenue 
filed reference before the High Court who also agreed with the views 
of the Tribunal. Being aggrieved, the revenue filed appeal before the 
Supreme Court. 

DECISION 

♦ 

It was argued on behalf of the revenue that even serving ordinary meals 
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falls under sub-section {2A) of section 37 and the expression “entertainment 
expenditure” under sub-section (2A) must be construed to mean from the 
Inc^Uon as defined In Explanation II to sub-section (2A) of section 37, 
since Explanation 2 Is merely clarlficatory. It was therefore, argued that 
the Insertion of Explanation 2 w.c.f. 1-4-1976 Is immaterial. The question 
Involved in these matters relates to deduction of expenditure incurred In 
providing ordinary meals and refreshments to the outstation customers 
according to the customary hospitality and trade usage satisfying the general 
test of commercial expediency. Generally, 'entertainment’ Is an expression 
of wide import. However, In the context of disallowance of ‘entertainment 
expenditure' as a business expenditure by virtue of sub-section (2A) of 
Section 37, the word ’entertainment’ must be construed strictly and not 
expansively. Ordinarily, ‘entertainment connotes something which may be 
beneficial for the metal or physical well being but is not essential or 
indispensable for human existence. A bare necessity, like ordinary meal, 
is essential or Indispensable and, therefore, is not ‘entertainment’. If such 
a bare necessity is offered by another. It Is hospitality but not entertainment. 
Unless the definition of ‘entertainment’ includes hospitality, the ordinary 
meaning of ‘entertainment’ cannot Include hospitality. For this reason, the 
expenditure Incurred In extending customary hospitality by offering ordinary 
meals as a bare necessity is not ‘entertainment expenditure’ without the 
aid of the enlarged meaning given to the words by Explanation 2 w.e.f 
1-4-1976. The object of sub-section {2A) is to disallow any lavish expenditure 
In the form of business expenditure. This Is obvious from the several 
amendments made In the provision from time to time. It is so understood 
even In the circular Issued by the Board. The object of the provision clearly 
is to allow deduction of the essential business expenditure incurred due to 
commercial expediency and according to the trade usage excluding the lavish 
expenditure. The dispute in the present cases relates only to the amount 
which has been held to be essential business expenditure of this kind incurred 
in providing ordinary meals as bare necessity. In the view taken by us, such 
expense did not come within the meaning of 'entertainment expenditure’ 
prior to 1-4-1976 when Explanation 2 was brought in by a retrospective 
amendment made in 1983 of sub-section (2A) of section 37. The finding 
of fact in all cases, therefore, satisfies this test to allow deduction of the 
expenditure Incurred by each assessee and claimed under this head for the 
period prior to 1-4-1976. Sub-section (2A) was inserted w.e.f. 1-10-1967 
by the Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act, 1967 and Explanation 2 inserted 
therein by Finance Act, 1983 retrospectively w.e.f 1-4-1976 while sub- 
section (2B) was Inserted w.e.f 1-4-1970 by the Finance Act, 1970. As 
earlier stated, these cases relate to the period to 1-4-1976 from which date 
Explanation 2 to sub-section (2A) was inserted retrospectively. We have 
therefore, to consture sub-section (2A) as it existed without the Explanation 
2. The meaning of Ejfpiqnatlon 2 is quite clear and it has enlarged the 
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mea:iing to widen the tax net The Hon’ble Court, therefore, held ttiat ^ 
decldon taken by Gujarat High Court was the correct view Exphnatlai 
2 added to Section 37(2A) could not be said only to be clhrlficatoTy bu 
had definitely enlarged the definition of the word entertainment. The appea 
was thus decided in favour of the assessee and against the revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. OT vs. Patel Bros. & Co. Ltd. (1977) 106 ITR 424 (GuJ.) 

2. C/r vs. Rajasthan Mercantile Co. Ltd. etc. etc. (1995) 211 1TR4C 
(Raj.) 

3. BrlJ Raman Das & Sons us. CIT (1976) 104 ITR 541 (AH.) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(J.S. Verma, J.) 

These appeals and the connected matters Involve for decision the comme 
question of law relating to the meaning of “entertainment expenditure 
in Section 37{2A) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (hereinafter referred to 
“the Act") during the relevant assessment years. The decision of the Gujar 
High Court In Commissioner of Income-tax, Gujarat vs. Patel Brother 
& Co. Ltd. (1977) 106 ITR 424 (Guj.), on this point is challenged by thi 
revenue in these appeals by a certificate granted under Section 261 of thi 
Act. The connected matters involve the same point. All cases relate to th 
period prior to 1-4-1976 from which date only Explanation 2 inserted ' 
sub-section (2A) of Section 37 by the Rnance Act, 1983 was appllei 
retrospectively, even though sub-section {2A) was inserted w.e.f 1-10-196' 
by Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act, 1967. 

The material facts in these appeals illustrative of all connected matters, ar 
these ; The relevant assessment years are 1969-70, 1970-71 an< 
1971-72 of which the corresponding previous years ended on Septemb 
30, 1968, September 30, 1969 and September 30, 1970 respective!' 
The assessee, a limited company, claimed kitchen expenses of Rs. 22,30 
Rs. 25,979 and Rs. 28,620 respectively for these assessment years 
expenses Incurred for providing meals to its employees and its customer 
in the ordinary course of its business as customary trade usage. The Income 
tax Officer disallowed the expenditure to the extend' of Rs. 10,10 
Rs, 12,979 and Rs. 17,305 respectively corresponding to the expense 
incurred for meals provided to the customers even though it was found tha 
the meals were ordinary and not in any manner lavish. The assessee preferrei 
an appeal to the Appellate Assistant Commissioner against the partia 
disallowance of this expenditure. The Appellate Assistant Commissione 
held that the meals were bare necessity having ragard to the nature 
business and. therefore, the Income-tax Officer was directed to grant tha 
allowance. The matter then went in appeal to the Tribunal which confinmei 
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the order of the Appellate Assistant Commissioner. At the Instance of Aa 
revenue, the Tribunal referred to the High Court for its decision two questions 
of law, namely, 

(1) Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
expenditure In question was in the nature of entertainment 
expenditure in law ? 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
expenditure in question would be allowable only to the limited extent 
of Rs. 5,000/- under section 37{2A) of the Income-tax Act. 1961, 
for each of the assessment years under reference ? 

Identical questions of law were referred for all the three assessment years. 

The High Court answered both the questions in the negative since it was 
found on the facts by the T rlbunal that indisputably the up country constituents 
of the assessee came to Ahmcdabad for the purpose of business with the 
assessee and having regard to the nature and magnitude of the business 
of the assessee, it would be necessary for the assessee to make arrangements 
to provide meals to them while in Ahmedabad for business with it, as it 
was not revenue’s case that the assessee had spent the money for throwing 
lavish parties for its constituents. It had been found that the expenditure 
was for serving ordinary meals as a bare necessity of the business. Accordingly, 
the references were answered against the revenue and In favour of the 
assessee. These appeals are by certificate against the decision. The wim® 
question is involved for decision in the connected matters. 

There Is a conflict in the view taken by the High Courts on the main question. 
The view taken by the High Courts of Andhra Pradesh, Rajasthan, Madhya 
Pradesh and Karnataka is the same as that of the Gujarat High Court. The 
contrary view has been taken by the High Courts of Allahabad, Punjab & 
Haryana, Patna and Kerala. The decision of the Delhi High Court In 
Commissioner of Income-tax vs. Rajasthan Mercantile Co. Ltd. •tc. etc., 
(1995) 211 ITR 400 is in line with the Gujarat view. The difference In 
the views taken by different High Courts has led to one set of decisions 
against the revenue and another set in Its favour. This is how in this Court 
some appeals and other matters are by the revenue while the rest are by 
the assessees. As earlier stated, all these matters relate to the period prior 
to 1-4-1976 and, therefore, the decision is to be based on sub-section (2A) 
of section 37 of the Act minus Explanation 2 Inserted later. Wo would 
refer to the two sets of decisions after mentioning the rival contentions 
and the view taken by us. 

The contention of Shri B.B. Ahuja, learned counsel for the revenue is that 
all klfids of hospitality Is entertainment and, therefore, the entire expenditure 
incurred under this head, even for serving ordinary meals as a bare necessity, 
falls under sub-section (2A) of Section 37 ; and the expression ’’entertainment 
expenditure" in sub-section {2A) must be construed to mean from the 
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Inception as defined In Explanation 2 to sub-section (2^ of Section 37, 
since Explanation 2 is merely clarificatory. It was urged that for this reason 
Insertion of Explanation 2 only w.e.f 1-4-1976 is immaterial and the 
expression “entertainment expenditure” in sub-sectlpn (2A) of Section 37 
must be so construed even for the period prior to 1-4-1976. In reply, Shrl 
Harlsh Salve, learned counsel for the assessee contended that purposive 
Interpretation of the provision must be made. It was urged that the purpose 
was to curb the tendency of incurring lavish expenditure and not customary 
hospitality extended by offering ordinary meals as a bare necessity since 
the traditional meaning of every hospitality is not entertainment. It was 
urged that the finding in ail these cases was that the allowance claimed 
was only in respect of the expenditure incurred in providing ordinary meals 
as a bare necessity and not any lavish food. 

Section 37, to the extent material, is as under : 

“37. General - (1) Any expenditure (not being expenditure of the nature 
described in sections 30 to 36 and not being in the nature of capital 
expenditure or personal expenses of the assessee), laid out or expended 
wholly and exclusively for the purposes of the business or profession 
shall be allowed in computing the Income chargeable under the head 
“Profits and gains of business or profession". 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained In sub-section (1), no expenditure 
In the nature of entertainment expenditure shall be allowed in the case 
of a company, which exceeds the aggregate amount computed as here- 
under.- 

XXX XXX XXX 

•(2A) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1) or sub-section 
(2), no allowance shall be made In respect of so much of the expenditure 
In the nature of entertainment expenditure incurred by an assessee during 
any previous year which expires after the 30th day of September, 1967, 
as is in excess of the aggregate amount computed as hereunder .- 

XXX XXX XXX 

Explanation 1 

***Explanatlon 2 - For the removal of doubts, it is hereby declared 
that for the purposes of this sub-section and sub-section (2B), as it stood 
before the 1st day of April, 1977, “entertainment expenditure” includes 
expenditure on provision of hospitality of every kind by the assessee 
to einy person, whether by way of provisions of food or beverages or 
in any other manner whatsoever and whether or not such provision 
is made by reason of any express or implied contract or custom or usage 
of trade, but does not include expenditure on food or beverages provided 
by the assessee to his employees in office, factory or other place of 
their work. 
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•*(2B) Notwithstanding anything contained in this section, no allowance 
shall be made In respect of expenditure In the nature of entertainment 
expenditure Incurred within fndlas by any assessee after the 28th day 
of February, 1970." 

(emphasis supplied) 

'Sub-section (2A) was Inserted w.e.f. 1st October, 1967 by the Taxation 
Laws (Amendment) Act, 1967. 

"Sub-section (2B) was inserted w.e.f. 1st April, 1970 by the Finance 
Act, 1970. 

'‘**Explanatlon 2 was inserted by the Finance Act, 1983 retrospectively 
w.e.f. 1-4-1976. 

In Sampath Iyengar’s Law of Income-tax , 8th Ed., Vol. 2, reference is 
made to circular No. 372 dated December, 8, 1983 of the Board, (1984) 
146 ITR St 31, wherein the scope and effect of the above amendments 
was explained as under :- 

“Provision /or curbing avoidable or ostentatious expenditure In business 
or profession — Section 37- 30. Section 37 of the Income-tax Act provides 
for deduction in the computation of taxable profits of any expenditure other 
than expenditure of the nature described in sections 30 to 36 and section 
SOW, or expenditure in the nature of capital expenditure or personal 
expenses of the assessee, laid out or expended wholly and exclusively for 
the purposes of the business or profession carried on by the taxpayer. With 
a view to cubing certain categories of avoidable or ostentatious expenditure 
by assessecs carrying on business or profession, the Finance Act has made 
certain amendments to section 37 of the Income-tax Act. The subst 2 uicc 
of these amendments is explained in paragraphs 31 to 34 hereunder. 

Entertainment expenditure — 31.1 For the removal of doubts regarding 
the scope of the expression “entertainment expenditure", the Rnance Act 
has inserted a new Explanation lor the purposes of sub-section (2A) of 
section 37 and also sub-section (2B) of that section as that sub-section stood 
before 1 April, 1977. The Explanation clarifies that “entertainment 
expenditure” includes expenditure on provision of hospitality of every kind 
by the assessee to any person, whether by way of provision of food or 
beverages or in any other manner whatsoever and whether or not such 
provision is made by reason of any express or Implied contract or custom, 
usage of trade. However, expenditure incurred in providing food or beverages 
by an employer to his employee In office, factory or other place of their 
work will not be regarded as entertainment expenditure. 

31.2. This amendment takes effect retrospectively from 1 April, 1976, and 
will, accordingly, apply in relation to the assessment year 1976-77 and 
subsequent years. 

31.3 Under this existing provisions of section 37(2A) of the Income-tax 
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Act, deduction In respect of expenditure on entertainment Is subject to 
certain limits calculated with reference to the quantum of profits as under:- 

XXX XXX xxx” 

(at page 2255) 

In the Income-tax Act, 1961, Chapter IV contains provisions relating to 
computation of total income wherein Section D containing Sections 28 to 
44D pertains to profits and gains of business or profession. Section 28 
specifies the income which is chargeable to Income tax under the head 
“profits and gains of business or profession". Section 29 says that the Income 
referred to in Section 28 shall be computed in accordance with the provisions 
contained In section 30 to 43D. Sections 30 to 36 provide for deduction 
of certain expenditures incurred for the purposes of business or profession. 
The comes Section 37 which contains the general provision permitting 
deduction of “any expenditure... laid out or expended wholly and exclusively 
for the purposes of the business or profession... in computing the income 
chargeable under the head “Profits and gains of business or profession”, 
by sub-section (1). Sub-section (2) therein begins with a non-obstante clause 
to exclude from the ambit of sub-section (1) the entertainment expenditure 
by saying that “no expenditure in the nature of entertainment expenditure 
shall be allowed” in the case of a company which exceeds the specified 
amount. Similar provision is made in sub-section (2A) for any assessee. In 
other words, the general provision in Section 37 is that any expenditure 
laid out or expended wholly or exclusively for the purposes of the business 
or profession .shall be allowed but no expenditure in the nature of the 
entertainment shall be allowed as stated in sub-sections (2) and (2A) In excess 
of the amount specified. For claiming deduction of the business expenditure 
according to the general rule, the test of commercial expediency is applied 
but exclusion is made of any expenditure which is in the nature of “entertainment 
expenditure”. Without anything more, it means that an expenditure incurred 
for commercial expediency or usage of the trade is a permissible deduction 
unless it partakes the character of an entertainment expenditure, in which 
case the permissible limit is specified. The controversy In the present case 
relates to the meaning of “entertainment expenditure" in sub-section (2A) 
of Section 37 before insertion of Explanation 2 therein. 

The question involved in these matters relates to deduction of expenditure 
incurred in providing ordinary meals and refreshments to the outstation 
customers according to the customary hospitality and trade usage satisfying 
the general test of commercial expediency. 

Generally, “entertainment expenditure” is an expression of wide Import. 
However, in the context of disallowance of “entertainment expenditure" 
as a business expenditure by virtue of sub-section (2A) of Section 37 , the 
word “entertainment" must be construed strictly and not expansively. 
Ordinarily, “entertainment" connotes something which may be beneficial 



400 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


|VoL 126 


for the mental or physical well being but Is not essential or Indispensable 
for human existence. A bare necessity, like ordinary meal. Is essential or 
Indispensable and, therefore Is not “entertainment. If such a bare necessity 
is offered by another. It is hospitality but not entertainment. Unless the 
definition of “entertainment" includes hospitality,, the ordinary meaning of 
“entertainment" cannot Include hospitality. For this reason, the expenditure 
incurred in extending customary hospitality by offering ordinary meals as 
a bare necessity, is not “entertainment expenditure" without the aid of the 
enlarged meaning given to the words by Explanation Inserted w.e.f. 
1-4-1976. The definition in Explanation 2 is not the ordinary meaning 
of the words “entertainment expenditure”, but the enlarged meaning given 
for the purpxDses of the Act w.e.f 1-4-1976. 

The object of sub-section (2A) is to disallow any lavish expenditure In the 
form of business expenditure. This Is obvious from the several amendments 
made in the provision from time to time. It is understood even in the circular 
issued by the Board. The object of the provision clearly Is to allow deduction 
of the essential business expenditure Incurred due to commercial expediency 
and according to the trade usage excluding the lavish expenditure. The 
dispute In the present cases relates only to the amount which has been 
held to be essential business expenditure of this kind incurred in providing 
ordinary meals as bare necessity. In the view taken by us, such expense 
did not come within the meaning of “entertainment expenditure” prior to 
1-4-1976 when Explanation 2 was brought in by a retrospective amendment 
made in 1983 of sub-section (2A) of Section 37. The finding of fact in 
all cases, therefore, satisfies this test to allow deduction of the expenditure 
Incurred by each assessee and claimed under this head for the period prior 
to 1-4-1976. 

Sub-section (2A) was inserted w.e.f. 1st October, 1967 by the Taxation 
Laws (Amendment) Act, 1967 and Explanation 2 Inserted therein by 
Finance Act, 1983 retrospectively w.e.f. 1-4-1976 while sub-section (2B) 
was Inserted w.e.f 1st April, 1970 by the Finance Act, 1970. As earlier 
stated, these cases relate to the period prior to 1-4-1976 from which date 
Explanation 2 to sub-section (2A) was inserted retrospectively. We have 
therefore, to construe-sub-section (2A) as it existed without the Explanation 
2 . The meaning of Explanation 2 Is quite clear and it has enlarged the 
meaning to wide the tax net. 

Learned counsel for the revenue contended that Explanation 2 Is clarl- 
ficatory and, the refore^ even without Explanation 2 the provision must be 
understood and construed in the same manner. It appears to us that insertion 
of Explanation 2 made retrospectively but restricted in its application only 
w^e.f 1-4-1976 is itself an Indication that its application prior to 1-4-1976 
is excluded. If Explanation 2 was merely clariflcatory of the ordinary 
meaning, as contended by learned counsel for the revenue, it was unnec- 
essary to restrict its retrospective application in this manner only from 
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1-4-1976. The constimctlon we have made of sub-section (2A) of Section 

37 iteife^mi^ ^eHdd^eartnoiir ttridFefo 

be iriaipi^Udable 

c.vt.'ri’v'/ '"v I'l u ,)i u fi ^ ‘ ■ '. i ■! ‘ , ^' t •o.'ij v** \ 

In our ertpton^lMrConstmq mgde of the provlsfaih as It listed 

prov)sl9P b^t ,^so, m^^<^V^, w^th object thereof. U mi^S ftiM the 
expei^j^UF^j Jppurr^ by jhie ’^5§es^es in ^ro'yldlbp ordinal^' ^dals tb the 
outst^ion custpni^rs apeordins to ^e ^abbshed business pr^cb^ was 
a pertplMlble beduiqUon InsRite of sub-sccilon (2A) of Section 37< |q Which 
the assessees were entitled In the corhpjutatlpn of their tptal Income for 
the purpose of payment of tax under the Income-tax Act; 1961 duf'ing the 
relevant period prior to 1-4-1976. ' : . j, 


We shall now refer briefly to the conflicting decisions of the several High 
Courts ori the point. Amongst the decisions in favour C4-the revenue' ts 
Brlj Raman t>a sis and Sons vs. Cdt^tni'ss'idnef of Income-tax, Lucknow 
(1976) 104 rfR 541 of due Allahabad High Court which has been referred 
and followed in stibseguent decisions of otheF High Courts taking the view 
In favOth Of the revenue. In this line of cases are the decisions of the High 
Courts of Punjab & Haryana, Patna and Kerala. The other Ur>e of cases 
wherein the view taken is in favour of the assessee are the decisions of 
the High Courts of Gujarat,. Andhra .Pradesh, Madya Pradesh, Rajasthan 
and Karnataka: The main decision of the Gujarat High C?ourt is Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax Gujarat II us. Patel Brothers & Co. Lbd., (1977) 
106 ITR 424 which has been referred pnd followed in the later decisions 
in that Hnc.:' . ■ > •. . 


Wc would flr^t deal with the decision of the Allahibad High Court reported 
In (1976) 104 TTR 541 which Is uiider appeal in Civil Appeal No. 1850 
of 1975 and the decision of the GuJaFat High Court reported in 0977) 
106 ITR 424 which is under appeal In Civil Appeal Nos. 1455-57 of 1976. 
In Brfj Pass & Sons (supra), it was held that sub-section (2A) of Section 
37 is not ah independent provision but is a proviso to sub-section (1) of 
Section 37 ‘siric6 the expertditare’fatting under sub-section (2A) must necessarily 
come within siib-sectloh (If. Thereafter, while donsidering the meaning of 
“entertainment** in this context, It was held as under 

“‘...'whet iwe Ha\>e to see is as to what is the rheaning of the word “eh- 
t^ainthent''|’^for pdrpo^sof secllbh '37(2A) of the Act. In tha Inconie- 
tait Afct, ihik wbrd'Has nbt beeri ' defined bnd we will have ‘to given it 
lb b^hdral meaning. An '“enlertaWmehi expendltuie” would, in our 
pplnroh, include all expenditures tncurretf In connection with business 
oh the^^hbrblhment of customer and bohsfltuents. The entertainment 
ftia^'cbhibt'ofpfovidlngrefreShrrtcnts as Ih this- case Or it rriay consist 
oif 'tirbiJldlhg sibfhe other 'sort' of entertaihtWerit; ■ ' ■ ’ • • - 
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In Bentlevs. Stokes & Lawless vs. Beeson (H.M. Inspector of Taxes), 
(1952) 33 TC 491 (CA), a firm of solicitors incurred expenses In 
entertaining clients. The entertainment consisted of providing lunch to 
the clients. It was held that expenditure was incurred wholly and 
exclusively for purposes of business and was an allowable deduction. 
The same is the position in the Instant case. The petitioner has been 
providing to its customers refreshments and this constitutes 2 m expen- 
diture in the nature of “entertainment expenditure” . The entire expenditure 
would have been allowed but for the amendment Introduced by section 
37(2A) which restricts the allowance of such an expenditure to a 
m 2 ucimum limit of Rs. 5,000/-." 

There is no more discussion on the point in this decision. 

On the other hand, the Gujarat High Court in Patel Brothers & Co. Ltd. 
(supra) took a different view. In this decision, certain broad tests or guidelines 
have 2 ilso been indicated to determine the nature of expenses allowed as 
entertainment exp>enses. In our opinion, that exercise is unnecessary since 
the broad test indicated by us is the only thing which can safely be Indicated 
and the determination of the question in each case is one of fact. The 
conclusion on the basis of the finding of fact recorded therein was stated 
thus : 

“...The Tribunal has agreed with the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
who has found that it was customary for the assessee due to very long- 
established tradition that farmers who come to deliver the goods, 
i.e.. cotton, groundnuts, rice, pulses, were given meals from the kitchen 
run by the assessee and if the assessee failed to give this normal courtesy, 
it apprehended that the farmers might offer their produce to other 
competitors in the field of the assessee and the assessee would loss 
the goods. The Appellate Assistant Commissioner has also found that 
the expenditure was for serving ordinary meals to the employees as 
well as to the farmer customers and they were not such which entertained 
or amused the guests since the assessee provided served meals as a 
bare necessity of the business. In that view of the matter, therefore, 
these references must be rejected and we answer the questions referred 
to us in the negative and against the Commissioner..." 

This conclusion of the Gujarat High Court on the finding of fact recorded 
by the Tribunal is consistent with the view we have taken and, therefore, 
we uphold the same for the reasons given by us which are sufficient to 
sustain the ultimate view. We may observe that the wide observations and 
the elaborate guidelines given in the Gujarat decision which are in excess 
of the broad test indicated by us and not necessary to support the conclusion, 
are unnecessary for the decision and, therefore, affirmance of the conclusion 
reached In the Gujarat decision should not be construed as an affirmance 
of the wide observations therein. 
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We may now refer to the decision of the Delhi High Court In Commissioner 
oj Income-tax vs. Rajasthan Mercantile Co. Ltd. etc. etc. (1995) 211 
ITR 400. The true effect of Explanation 2 added In sub-section (2A) of 
Section 37 of the Act has been correctly understood therein as under : 

"The declaration and the clarification involved in Explanation 2, are 
only for the purposes of assessments with effect from April 1, 1976. 
This provision widens the concept of "entertainment expenditure" by 
Including in its scope such of the expenditures which are otherwise 
traditionally understood as routine business expenditures incurred in 
connection with "business-hospitality". Therefore, the widened meaning 
cannot be extended to past periods when the amended Explanation 
2 was not In operation.” 

We approve the above view which accords with the construction made by 
us of the provision. 

In the view we have taken, the contrary view of the Allahabad High Court 
in BrIJ Raman Dass and Sons, (1976) 104 ITR 541, cannot be accepted 
to be correct and so also the decisions of the different High Courts which 
have taken the same view. Accordingly, the decision of the Allahabad High 
Court and the other decisions of different High Courts taking that view 
are to be treated as overruled. 

Consequently, all these matters are decided in favour of the assessees and 
against the revenue with the result that the appeals of the assessees are 
allowed while the appeals, SLPs and Tax References by the revenue arc 
dismissed. No costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 403 (GuJ.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 
(Before Hon’blc Mr. Justice G.T. Nanavati & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice S.D. Dave) 

IT Reference No. 71 of 1980 

Bhavnagar Bone & Fertilizer Co. (P) Ltd. 

vs. 

Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant D.A. Mehta, R.K. Patel & K.C. Patel 

For the Respondent B.J. Shelat & R.P. Bhatt 

Decided on 16-10-1992 

PAYMENT OF BONUS — Assessee paying bonus in excess of 
Bonus Act — No agreement with the labour — Excess bonus 
paid as a gesture of goodwill — Board holding meeting sanctioning 
bonus after the accounting year — Held, no liability accrued during 
the year — Board meeting held after the close of the company 
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year — No statutory li^bililV for paymeOt — 

Excess bonus rightly disallowed. ■ * 1. ., ; vi,; 


Incorri6-tax Act, 1961 




— Section 36 (1) (ii): * ■ 

’ "l ■ - • -l-f 'f/i i ■-r-, i ^ r , , ■ , 

FACTS 

The facts are that the ^s^e^S^e. which Is 'q private in 

which tlte public are not substantially Interested^ cdhiedph the business 
of purchase opd sale of crushed bones, the question was' ^ 
of the disallowance of. the bonus in sum of Rs.l5,X7^-'. f^wdi dn one 
hand claimed by the qssessee company before the reveriue that the 
deduction of the bonus payment of Rs.22.656/r should be aflowed. The 
ITO had, on the other hand, found that the total salary paid to the 
employees to whom the bonus was paid In excess of 20^/6 which was 
not covered by an agreement between the etnplol;er and the employees 
and which was not authorised by the conditions of service. £xdmlnlng 
the details the Board of Directors of the cornpany had sapqtlppqd the 
bonus at 50% of the salary for the accounting year 1973-74 at their 
meeting held on 5.6.1974. A similar payment was also authorised for 
the subsequent year at the meeting which was held on 24.6.1975. It 
was contended on the above said basis before the lTOot the assessment 
stage that there was no justification In applying the ceiling prescribed 
under provisions of section 36(l)(ii)oftheAct. The frontline sta id taken 
by the revenue all along was that the excess payment was not allowable 
as the expenditure Incurred In the course of the business. The amount 
of bonus, according to the taxing authorities, was sanctioned at the 
meeting of the Board of Directors held on 5.6.1974, while the dssessee’s 
previous year had ended on 31.3.1974. It was the say of the revenue 
that there was no subsisting liability an the part of the assesses to make 
the payment of bonus In excess of the limits prescribed under the 
provisions. According to the Tribual, If during the previous year relevant 
to the A.Y. under appeal, there was np obligation, either statutory or 
contractual or otherwise, and If the liability was, not ascertained at the 
end of the previous year, the claim for deduction^ of excess a/nount of 
bonus would not be permissible. - ► ■ ...iv. 


> DECISION. , 

The Hon’ble Court held that the Tribunal has accepted that, if dyruig the 
previous year relevant to:thft,^Yv under appeal th^fe wa,s,-nOi obligation 
either statutory or contractuzJ or otherwise, and If the liaj:>inty. was not 
ascertained at the end of the previous year, the claim of deduction of the 
^cess arnount of bonus Wdui4 hoj be permissible'. Th^ I^n’W6 Ciduft held 
,that they were not lncllni6d tb, t4ke '6 dlffeheht ‘Sifew. Moreclv(^t, Il'Miould 
overlooked that the bbhVs which shbuItftfe'd^dQcted rriilit be d^ticted 
. j(he ’pr§^bus year aH4 tHai^\vheh‘ fheBbafd Weirtlhp* 
payment bfbohus at'a Higher ilife^kftcr th'd ctblse^isff^t partlbulalryMr. 
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By sQ Stnetdit'of imagination can tl be sald that tbere was an existing liablltty 
or a ^ryslaOBed lUibiilty; to (pay the bonus diirli^tthe relevimt yean^. The 
Hoo’bk.€ourt heki that the Tribunal Was Justified in latv ih^obnftrrntngcthe 
disallowance of the bonuS; amount of Rs. 1 5 til 8/-. and further holding diat 
the lial^y ’of the bonus was not referable tb jfhe year blinder nietmcf. 
'‘'V-*; --'■i trefcWfed tb'i ^ ' 

1 . Civr W; ^qyq;// Wv 

2. Metaj Box Co. of India Ltd. us. Their Workmen (J969) 73 ITR §3 

(SQ, .v; 

3. CIT A. KmhndiQfami Muda/far (1964) 53 ITR 122 (SC) 

Full text of the^ dudgment Is given belovy : ' 

r j . . . JUDGEMENT 


(S.D. Dau^rJJ '■ ' '' ' ' 

The Tribunal i Ahmedabad Bench, ‘A’, has referred the undemientipr^cd 
set of question to us for our opinion and answer, In exercise of the jurisfilctlbn 
under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’). The questions 
relatc 'to two aspects of the 'liability to pay bonus’ — its.ej^tent and the 
year in vwhich the deductions as expenses could hayc been claimed : 

“1. Whether, on the facts and iq the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was justified In law In confirming- disallowance of bonus 
( • of Rs. 15,178/- on altogether ne\v ground which was not made 

out by the lower authorities? 


2. Whether, bn the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was justified In law in permitting the revenue to raise 
altogether new ground regarding allowance of bonus for the first 
‘ Hme in appeal before it and whether it was justified in holding 
that the liability of the bonus was not referable to the year under 
; reference?" 


The broad features In the background are that the a'ssessee which Is a private 
limited cornpany)h which the public are not siibstaritially interested, carried 
on the business of purchase aryJ sale of crushed bones. The question was 
in respect of tjie dlalfo.wance of the bonus In sum, of Rs. 15,178. It was 
on one band claimed, by the assessee^cbmpany before the revenue that tbe 
deduction of th^ bonus paymeqt of Rs. 22,656 shoujd be allowed- .The 
ITO had, bn the'q'tber hahd, found that the tofal salary paid to the employees 
to whom the borius was to be paid worked put to Rs- 37,390/-, and tbat, 
the bonus wa? paid -in excess of 20 per cent which was not covered by 
an agrceiTTient b^t^een the employer .and , the employees, and which was 
not' aumbrised by' tbe conditions of service. 


the boqu^f ^t )50 per cent of the /Saiary for, the accounting year 1973-74 
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at their meeting held on 5.6. 1974. A similar payment was also authorised 
for the subsequent year at the meeting which was held on 24.6.1975. It 
was contended on the abovesald basis before the ITO at the assessment 
stage that, there was no Justification In applying the celling prescribed under 
provisions of section 36(1){11) of the Act. Admittedly, according to ttie proviso 
inserted in the Act with effect from 25.9.1975, the bonus payable to an 
employee should not exceed the amount of bonus payable under the relevant 
statute, namely, the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965. However, It Is common 


ground that the abovesald proviso Inserted later on has no applicability 
whatsoever to the assessment year under consideration. The frontline stand 
taken by the revenue all along was that the excess payment was not allowable 
as the expenditure Incurred in the course of the business. The amount of 
the bonus, according to the taxing authorities, was sanctioned at the meeting 
of the Board of Plrectors held on 5.6.1974, while the assessee's previous 
year had ended on 31.3.1974. It was the say of the revenue that there 
was no subsisting liability on the part of the assessee to make the payment 
of bonus In excess of the limits prescribed under the provisions. It was 
also the view taken by the revenue that the additional liability of bonus 
was undertaken by the assessee, as a gesture of goodwill towards the 
members of the staff. According to the taxing authorities, what required 
consideration was the question In respect of the point of time when the 
liability could be said to have arisen. According to the revenue, such a 
liability had not arisen until 5.6.1974, when the directors of the company 
had held a meeting and had decided to pay bonus at 50 per cent. It was 
the view of the taxing authorities that. If during the previous year relevant 
to the assessment year under appeal, there was no obligation either statutory 
or contractual or otherwise and if the liability was not ascertained at the 
end of the previous year, the claim for the deduction of excess amount 
of bonus would not be permissible. This view of the ITO Is discernible 
from the assessing orders at Annexure A, dated 19. 10. 1976. The decision 
of the FTO was challenged In appeal before the AAC who had upheld the 
disallowance as made by the ITO. The AAC has in fact held that the amount 
of Rs.15,178 being the bonus amount paid in excess of 20 per cent was 
liable to be disallowed as the said expenditure was not incurred wholly and 
exclusively for the purpose of business. Being aggrieved and dissatisfied 
with the aforesaid orders of the AAC dated 20.3.1977 Annexure B, the 
assessee had approached the Tribunal in appeal. The Tribunal after the 
consideration of the relevant factual and legal position had cqiTte to the 
conclusion that the authorities below were Justified in taking the said view. 
The Tribunal has observed that the amount of bonus was sanctioned at 
meeting of the Board of Directors held on 5.6. 1974 while the assessee's 
Is year had ended on 31.3.1974. In the view of the Tribunal, there 
statutory liability on the part of the assessee to make the payment 
bnus in excess of the limit prescribed under the relevant provision 
K additional liability of bonus was undertaken by the assessee as 
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a gesture of goodwill towards the staff, the real question which required 
consideration was — "What was the point of time when this liability could 
be said to have arisen"? In the view of the Tribunal, the said liability had 
not arisen until 5.6.1974 when the directors had held the meeting and 
had decided to pay the bonus at 50 per cent. The T ribunal after consideration 
of certain case law on the point has taken the view vide the orders dated 
30.11.1978, that the authorities below were justified in their orders arul/ 
or assessments. Later on, at the instance of the assessee, the Tribunal 
has referred the aforementioned two questions to us for our answer and 
reply. 

It is not necessary, according to us, to reproduce what has befallen from 
the Tribunal while endorsing the view taken by the authorities below. But 
it appears that, according to the Tribunal, if during the previous year relevant 
to the assessment year under appeal, there was no obligation, either sta*^utory 
or contractual or otherwise, and if the liability was not ascertained at the 
end of the previous year, the claim for deduction of excess amount of bonus 
paid would liot be permissible. The Tribunal has taken into consideration 
the principle laid down by the Bench decision of this Court in CWT us. 
Soi^aJI Mills Ltd. (1974) 94 ITR 54 (Guj.). After considering the principle 
laid down by this Court in the aforementioned decision, the Tribunal has 
summed up the position by saying that the liability to pay the bonus did 
not come into existence till the Board of Directors decided the question 
about the payment of bonus to the employees and their decision was made 
after the close of the accounting year. Therefore, in the view of the Tribunal 
the claim for deduction should not have been allowed as deduction while 
computing the profits for the year under appeal. 

The learned counsel Mr, Mehta, who appears on behalf of the assessee, 
before us, has urged that the Tribunal and the authorities below were in 
an error in coming to the conclusion that the bonus paid in excess of the 
statutory liability because of the contractual obligation was not liable to be 
deducted in the relevant previous year because it is not necessary for the 
assessee to show that the bonus amount was actually paid in that particular 
year. In the submissions of the learned counsel for the assessee a crystallised 
liability had come in existence during the relevant previous year and that, 
it Is not necessary that the bonus liability should be commensurate with 
the statutory liability only. According to Mr. Mehta, if the employer, who 
Is a private limited company In the Instant case, had agreed to pay the 
bonus at a rate higher than the statutory rate, then also a crystallised liability 
had come Into existence during the relevant previous year and, therefore, 
the amount so decided to be paid to the members of the staff was required 
to be deducted. Anyhow the contention raised by the learned counsel Mr, 
Shelat appearing on behalf of the revenue is that even if it is accepted 
that the assessee could have agreed to pay the bonus at a higher rate than 
the ordinarily prevalent statutory liability, then also, in the instant case, 
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looking to the facts and circumstances, ^ dedvctton could 
allowed in ‘that particular relevant year’r, Accprdlng. to the 

are allowed to slv)w toJhe iau^tng autl^pr^tl^s th«^ an 

additional llahlUty of bonus on the basis,©/ eppeptapci^ pf 
to pay the bonus at a higher , rz^te^ it wpuld, lead to wrlpus urdofia^able 
compUcations. Mr. Shelat has moreover urged with lyph^tnenpe tha^, at 
au^ rate when the liability to pay the bonus at the addtoonal r 2 ite ]was apeepted 
at the Board meeting after the end of the year, thp said llabllf/y^pofi,^ not 
have been included as a deductible expenditure In that particular ypar. 

When the orders pronounced by the Tribunal eire referred, It beeprr^ps dear 
that the Tribunal has also, takpn, toe view tW tlto Paym^n^pi bpnw of 
the employee Is an allowable deduction and even If. toe pai^ent isrnade 
in excess of the minimum ampunt payable under the. Bonus >^ct, there cannot 
be apy quarrel with the proposition, th^t the amount should not be disqualified 
for allowance merely on that ground- The main cu'ficulty uluch was fe!- 
by the Tribunal was to the effect that the amount of bonus was sayupWoried 
at the meeting of the Board of' Directors held pn 5-6-1974 vyhlle the 
assessee’s previous year had already ended on 31-'3rl974. This factual 
position as has been reiterated by toe Tribunal more t^an, oncp }s not In 
dispute before us- It Is toe common grour^d both for the assessee as well 
as the revenue, that the assessee’s previous year had ended on 31-3-1974, 
while the amount of the. bonus was sanctlpned at the meeUng of the Board 
of Directors held on 5-6-1974. Tite learned counsel appearing pn behalf 
of the assessee has produced for our perusal the text of the minutes of 
Board meeting held on 5-6-1974 so far as it relates to the question in 
controversy. The minutes would go to show that the Board meeting was 
held as accepted by the revenue and toe taxing authorities below on 
5-6-1974. The bonus which came to be declared by the Board of Directors 
by the abovesald resolution at the rate of 50 per cent of the salary was 
undoubtedly for the year 1973-74. Therefore, this dddument produced by 
the learned counsel Mr. Mehta for the assessee would also go tp show that 
the factual aspect as considered by the taxing authorities ahef the Tribunal 
are not in dispute. 

The learned counsel for the assessee-cpmppny .hps placed. reUance upon 
the Supreme Court decision Ip C/T vs. A, KrlshnQs.wgrn{ Mudplfar (1964) 
53 IXR 122. This decision on which toe learned counsel for thp assesses 
has placed reliance would, according to us, not be of ntubh assistance to 
the, assessee,, because it details the prevalent methods or modes pf main- 
taining the accounts, The decision deals with the twp purrept principal 
isystems of bookkeeping, firstly, the cash system and secpndly, the mercantile 
system... $om® reference has been made to a to|rd system .prcyalent, in this 
iCPuntty, iVyJi^ is generally Imputp .as, hybrid, or 

.whlctV;fierM>lQ elements and tocjdenhi of the jcash ai^d mi^rpenh^^^^ 

are combined. It Is not in dispute that In the case before us the assessee 
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vs. 
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<li^ounted,and valued as j^iecessary^ ^an Hpic! :tdHe<i> 
, , li^ ja(;iq 9 unt, 2^1 trading expense^;, i{ they are ^f/^iently certain tpJbc 

. , j, .capable pf yaluadontadd If: profits.cannot be properly estlrpajjed.wi^cwt 
1 , ^taking th(en\)into consideration. As, estinnated ilabiUty iinderjia scbeipe 
», , of gratwlty, if properly a^certainaWc and its present valne is dlscwpi^d, 
, i Is deductible frora the gross receipts , while preparing ihe profit apd loss 
, accoant, This is recognised in trade clroles and ithero: is nothing' itLllse 
, I . Bonus Act which prohibits such a practice. Sued a provision provides 
fpr a Known liability of which the arnount, can be, idatermined with 
• ; substantial accuracy, It cannot, therefre.,. be term, ed a ‘re.yerse’v Therer 
..fore, the estimated liability for the year on account of the 8cbenie;0f 
gratuity should be allowed, to be deducted from the gross profits. The 
allowance is not restricted to the actual payment of gratuity during the 
, year," (p. , 54) ; 


Adopting Ihe abovesald reasoning the Supreme Court has said that 'the 
estimated liability for the year, oh account of a scheme of gratuity, should 
be allowed ‘to be deducted from the gross profits and this allowance' is -not 
restricted to theactua! paymentof thegratuityduring die year. There c&nnot 
be any<juarrel with the abovesaid principle laid down by the Supreme Gbupt 
while considering the relevant provisions of the said enactment. But thfe 
real question in controversy before us, in the present reference, is as to 
whether when the Board oj. Directors had adoptied a resolution of sanctioning 
the bonus at a higher rate after the closure of the relevant previous year, 
the bonus could have been deducted qua ‘the s^id year. Looking to the said 
question in controversy befbre'us. In durtjpinfoh, this decision would not 
be of any assistance to'the'assessde in supporting the contention being 
raised ‘before list ' - : . . - ‘ ' 

The Tribunal has acce^led th^t.^ff duHhig'the ‘pVe^OUs year, relevant to 
the assessment year under appeal there was no obligation cither statutory 
or contractual o#’‘PthbWrlsfe;'-afK^ iflSfis?liadUltV‘waS'not ascertained at the 
end of the previous year, the claixPloTtletiuction of the excess: bmount dif 
fe©RV!ftJVo.aW'Adh'be‘PernUJ6^ei.‘^^ hearing, the learned counsel 
Mr. Mehta on this point for ra|ber aprejty long time and eypn ^f^ thf 
onslderatlon of the authorities as referred to above, we are hot inclined 
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to take a different view. The Tribunal has not stated that the bonus amount 
would not or should not be deducted. The real question was as to which 
would be the relevant year qua which the abovesald deduction should be 
allowed. It is not in dispute that the Board meeting was held only after 
the end of the year, i.e., on 5-6-1974. If the contention raised by the learned 
counsel Mr. Mehta for the asscssee before us Is to be accepted, then It 
would follow that even if the bonus at a higher rate Is being sanctioned 
by the assessee, may it be a firm, a proprietary concern, or a limited 
company, after the end of the year and If the tonus so accepted to be 
paid at a higher rate, is allowed to be as a deductible expenditure from 
the business Income during the relevant year, it would result into unforeseen 
complications for not only the taxing authorities but for the assessee also. 
In any case when such eventuality occurs, the old assessment orders shall 
have to be re-opened or shall have to be revised, leading to varlou other 
complications and situations vis-a-vis other enactments also. Moreover, it 
should not be overlooked that the bonus which should be deducted must 
be deducted qua the relevant previous year and that, when the Board meeting 
sanctions the payment of bonus at a higher rate, after the close of that 
particular year, by no stretch of imagination can It be said that there was 
an existing liability or a crystallised liability to pay the bonus during the 
relevant year. Such liability to pay tonus at a higher rate (sic). In view of 
this, it appears clearly that the view which is being sought to be canvassed 
by learned counsel Mr. Mehta for the assessee before us cannot be accepted. 
If, once this decision is reached, it would follow that the Tribunal was Justified 
in law in confirming the disallowance of the bonus amount of Rs. 15,178 
and further holding that the liability of the bonus was not referable to the 
year under reference. The conclusion, therefore, would be, . that the questions 
referred to us require to be answered in the affirmative —against the assessee 
and in favour of the revenue. We hereby, accordingly, answer and reply 
the said questions accordingly, with no order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 410 (Kar.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA 
(Before Hon’ble Chief Justice Mrs. Sujata V. Manohar & 

Hon ble Justice Mr. K. Sreedharan) 

Original Petitions Nos. 7662, 7665. 7780 & 7811 of 1994 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Okay Transport Corporation 

For the Appellant N.R. Nair 

For the Respondent K.N, Stvaaankaran and V.V, Aaolcan 

Decided on 19-1(1-1994 



19951 


err vs. Okay Transport Corporation (Ker.) 


411 


REFERENCE TO HIGH COURT — T tibunal luMiiig asMSMe fcdlowfa^g 
mercantile aystem of accounting for business of transporatlon but 
adopting hybrid system In respect of pronotew issued — Revenue 
seeking reference — Reference application rejected — Held, order 
of the Tribunal a finding of fact — No question of law arose out 
of the order of Tribunal 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256. 

FACTS & DECISION 

The Tribunal has, in its order dated 2.2.1993, considered at length the 
accounts of the assesses for the relevant A.Ys. 1985-86 to 1988-89. It 
has come to the conclusion that the assessee’s business was tnuisportlng 
goods, and the assesses was following the mercantile system of accounting 
as far as its business of transportation of goods was concerned, but in respect 
of the transaction for which the pronotes in question were issued, the 
transaction was of a special character, distinct and different from other 
transactions of the assesses. The Tribunal has set out at length the reasons 
why this transaction has been considered by it as a separate and speclzd 
type of transaction and has come to the conclusion that the assessee is 
entitled to employ a hybird system of accounting in respect of this trans- 
action. These are findings of fact and no question of law, therefore, arises, 
which requires to be referred to the court for determination. Hence, the 
original petitions are dismissed. 

JUDGMENT 

(Mrs. Sujata V. Manohar, C.J.) 

The Department has filed these petitions under section 256(2) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 and has sought a direction that we should ask the 
Tribunal to refer the following questions of law to us for determination : 

”1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal is right in law and fact in holding : 

(a) ‘the Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) is not Justified in 
holding that the assessee is liable to be taxed on the accrued 
Interest’. 

(b) 'the assessee is entitled to employ the hybrid system of accounting 
for the above transactions and are not the above findings wrong, 
unsupported by materials, based on surmises and conjectures’ ? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal is right in law and fact in deleting the addition made ? 

3, Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case and 
in the light of the finding of fact by the Commissioner of Income- 
tax (Appeals) that the assessee was adopting accrual system of 
accounting and In the absence of contrary finding of fact by the 
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4. Whether, on the Facts and ,tn cirqui^siances 

especiajiy after having as^ss^e^ U a're|^s^re|^ftrm 

engaged in tlie business of transport^g^of^opclf 


(i) ‘ the transaction giving rise to the dispute cahi be’ viewed as separate 

and special typebf trahsactlbrr;dtsllnt?tand different from the other 
transactipns of the assessee’ and are not findings of ‘separiclte and 
special type’ ; ‘distinct and different’ ; ‘from the pther trar>s?^Otions 
of the assessee’ against facts, wrong and: abased on surmises ?!’, 


'The Tribunal has, in its order dated February 2, 1-993, cbmtdered at ifen^ 
the accounts of the assessee for the relevant assessment yeSre 1986-86 
to 1988-89. It has corrie to'die CGhclbsion that the assessee’sbusihei^i'Was 
transporting goods, and the asSessee was following the mercantile system 
of accounting as far as its business df trahspoftafion of goods was' Concerned, 
but in respect df the transaction Which the pronotes in question were 
issued, ttve transaction was d'f a special character,- distinct and different from 
Other transactioris of the assessee. The Tribunal has set bUt aMehgthUhe 
reasons why this ttonsaCtlon has been considered by it as a separate and 
special type of transa'etibn and has come to the conclusion that the assessee 
is entitled to employ a hybrid system of accounting in respect of this 
transaction. These are findings of fact and no question of law therefore, 
arises, which requires to be referred to us for determination. Hence, .the 
original petitions are dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 4,12 (Mad.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF, MADRAS 
(Before Hon'ble Justice Mr. 'Somasundararp) , 

W.P. No.2336 of 1980 
Mariam Misrta . . \ 

vs. '‘.r". 

Tax Recovery Officer 
*|^or the Appellant U.N.R. B^ao & k'.R. 

Fgr the Respondent N,V.<Balas 4 btaipanip)^ 

Decided on 24-3-1994 ' 

' RpCOVlERY 0|F TAX — petitioner inheriting qertalii properties as 
j legfd rejip^riesentative — Notice of sale issued — Petitioner chal- 
tengln^ the issue of notice, and recovery proceeffings — Held, 
fecbye^^rbcee^iA^ iegatiy coiitihued ^gainst lejgj^ representa- 
^yc bf the defaulter — Notice IWsucd lb le^al irepresebtaflve valid. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 159 & 222. 
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:rl;C) vt;j-.':o‘s>! 
i\nh h'.ii yr!l ni 


(j/s^S^.oFUhe Aicii fegal Wi^We ‘to'iiiiy^^t Jef 

iM'^ate iil:’ p^iyiible‘^b^ ‘tHa^ dei^Medl 

'f^dvroWr/lKls li ^l^^H^/'6T"Me ’reJjririenfitKr^ W (Kii'IdaaHt 

td wiii3i ^ of tRe dbce^dis'jrapbbl^&f'meietln^^efl^Tttfjr.’ ^cHdh 
Hnl^ fegil ii^p»^c^rrtatk^‘be(ib ttatMe 

k< ektl^irtt of fhe valui^ Of kHy'^^ef of fHfe estafte 'Whkih hfe ’dfeiibflSiSS'iif 
while' the Hablft^fot tajt remains ‘uhtffedhai^ed. Therefore^, ttfe'hot’tjbsBfbte 
to accefit itte*6bhteritloh bf the learned settlor cOnriSet that- the Debhrtrhetit 
cannot proceed against the l/4th share of the petitioners fd'r fheiebOvei^ 
of the entire tax ^arrears due from the deceased assesses) !On the death 
of the d^auiter; the.recbviery proceedings^ can In law be oontlRi^iagi^lnSt 
. the legal nei^sentativeswhena certificate had been duly issued for^reqpveiv. 
There is^nd merit in. this writ petition and It 1$ liaise to be dismissed) i 


Pull i'ext' of the Judgment Is given 'below* : ' 

■> ^ 'C ' ’ I . .,/ «>VDGME^, ' ^ , 

^(Somtisutidatam. J.) 


For die reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it Is' prayed that Ihls 
cdurt be 'pleased to call fot the records of Income-tax Certificate No, 
py.^ 12, dated March 9, 1957, by the resprondent and giiash by Issue 
of a writ of Certiorari or any other appropriate writ Or direction ail proceedings 
taken thereon since June 1 , 1967 , culminating Irt the l.T.C. P.No:17 notlCc 
dated March 21, 1980, issued to the petitioner and thus render jitstice. 

The. case of the petitioner as disclosed iiji the affidavit filed In supxtort 
oi the writ petitic»j. ip as follows ; ' 

The petittoner’s father, Hajee K.A. Peer MohamecL died.on June 1» 1967, 
and his elder brother, K;A. Meera Sahib,j,died in the year 1975., The 
petitloner’j&father K. A. Peer Mohamed, and his brother, K. A. Meer? §ahlb, 
migrated to Ceylon in the’ year 1947. They Jointly started a hotel atiKeuidy 
on a partnership basis in the name and style of Messers^ iCA.M.P.Me^ 
'Sahib and Brothers. The petitioner’s father had. married one Ahose Umma 
in India before he left for Ccylorir She bore three children, naipely* 
petitioner* SubaidaUmmaandHabiba, OnJanuary22, 1967, the pertitipner's 
father executed a will which was. subsequently probated after his detnlse 
befoto ithe District Court, Kandy. By the said wiU aU the properties of Heiee 
K.AJ’eer Mohamedfwere bequeathed to his, three daughters and. tp .the 
Arabic School at Kalakad and as per the sald;will, the petitioner Is^ntltled 
to l/4th shares In the pr,Qperties of WaJoefPeer Mohamed t Qn Marph, 2|2, 
1198Q, .title peHtfoncr received; tntjForm ^No; JfT.CiP-. .No.l7i dated..f^toh 
21 ^ 19SjQ.,: la.nofibe (feom , the TajC^lifsoveTy^iOfficer/iSit^^ ithc 

exeraitlcmief ithaeiOettifiicatecNoiBt.\^,^7>12,<dlited Maeeh 9,49571 ihoTax 
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Recovery Officer has ordered the sale of the Immovable property merxtloned 
in the list annexed to the notice. Th^ said notice was for settling the sale 
proclamation. The annexed list contalr)s the Items of the properties which 
not only belonged to the estate of the petitioner’s father, the late Hajee 
Peer Mohamed, but also to his elder brother, Meera Sahib. The petitioner 
through her counsel, sent a notice on September 9, 1980, by registered 
post Informing the respondent that she Is having only l/4th share in the 
items of properties mentioned in the annexure to the notice. The Impugned 
notice Is invalid because the Impugned notice was sent only to the petitioner 
and no notice was sent to the other legal representatives of the deceased 
Hajee Peer Mohamed. 


The respondents filed a counter-affidavit contending as follows: The 
Department has no information about the will dated January 22, 1967, 
executed by Hajee Peer Mohamed. The late Hajee Peer Mohamed and 
his brother, Meera Sahib, were partners In a firm known as Messrs. Meera 
Sahib and Brothers. Besides Peer Mohamed’s liability to tax in his individual 
capacity, he was also assessed and became liable to pay tax as partner of 
the firm. In the said circumstances, a consolidated list of properties was 
shown in the certificate. The properties mentioned in the income-tax 
certificate and the subsequent sale proclamation were properly included for 
the purpose of recovery of the amount of arrears of tax due from the assessee- 
defaulter. Under rule 85 of Schedule II to the Income-tax Act, 1961, the 
petitioner as the legal representative of the assessee became the defaulter 
from the date of the death of the deceased assessee. The attachment of 
properties was made during the lifetime of the deceased. The arrears of 
tax relate to the firm, Messrs. K. A. Meera Sahib and Brothers and its partners 
namely, K.A. Meera Sahib and the petitioner’s father, K. A. Peer Mohamed, 
pertaining to the assessment years 1949-50 to 1952-53. The demand 
notices were duly sent on the tax defaulters .The proceedings were continued 
to be taken against the legal representatives of the deceased from the stage 
at which it had reached on the date of death of the deceased by issuing 
a notice under l.T.C.P, No. 17 on March 22, 1980. There Is no necessity 
to send separate notices to the legal representaties as it is permissible to 
continue the proceedings from the stage at which they had reached on the 
date of the death of the deceased assessee. Inasmuch as Hajee Peer 
Mohamed and Meera Sahib were partners in the firm Messrs. Meera Sahib 
Thanaganar and Brother, their liability was Joint and several. The properties 
of the defaulter were brought to sale as early as September 25, 1964. At 
that time, the assesSee was alive. On the death of the tax defaulter, the 
recovery proceedings can in law be 'continued against the legal represen- 
tatives when a certificate had been duly issued for recovery. The properties 
had already been attached and in continuation of the said proceedings notice 
of sale proclamation was issued oirMarch 22, 1980. The Impugned notice 
issued for the recovery of the arrears of Income-tax of Peer Mohamed are 
legal and valid. 
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Mr.U.N.R. Rao, learned senior counsel, reiterating the contentions raised 
In the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition submitted that under 
section 159(4) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as “the 
Act”), every legal representative shall be personally liable for any tax payable 
by him in his capacity as a legal representative that In the present case 
apart from the petitioner, there are other legal representatives, and that 
without issuing notice to the sisters of the petitioner who are the other 
legal represen taties, the respondent cannot proceed against the petitioner 
by issuing the impugned notice to her alone. Learned counsel further 
contended that as per the probated will dated January 22, 1967, the 
petitioner is entitled only to l/4th share in the properties of the deceased 
Peer Mohamed. While so, the respondent cannot proceed against the 
l/4th share of the petitioner for the recovery of the entire arrears of tax. 
However, I am unable to accept the above contention of learned senior 
counsel for the petitioner. Under section 159 of the Act, the legal 
representative is made liable to pay out of the estate of deceased, any 
sum payable by the deceased assessee. However, this liability of the legd 
representative is limited to the extent to which the estate of the deceased 
is capable of meeting the liability. Section 159(4) only provides that the 
legal representative becomes personally liable to the extent of the value 
of any asset of the estate which he disposes of while the liability for tax 
remains undischarged. Therefore, section 159(4) is not helpful to the 
petitioner. In the present case, as a matter of fact, all the properties of 
the deceased Peer Mohamed including the shares got by the petitioner’s 
sisters under the will arc proceeded against for the recovery of tax arrears. 
It must be remembered that the respondent is entitled to proceed against 
any portion of the assets of the deceased Peer Mohamed in the hands of 
his legal representatives for the recovery of the tax arrears.Therefore, it 
is noi possible to accept the contention of learned senior counsel that the 
Department cannot proceed against the l/4th share of the petitioners for 
the recovery of the entire tax arrears due from the deceased assessee. 
Further, it must be pointed out that the properties of the defaulter Peer 
Mohamed were brought to sale by the Department for the recovery of the 
tax arrears even during the lifetime of the defaulter as early as September 
25, 1964. On the death of the defaulter, the recovery proceedings can 
in law be continued against the legal representatives when a certificate had 
been duly Issued for recovery. Inasmuch as the properties have already been 
attached. In continuation of the same proceedings the impugned notice has 
been issued to the petitioner, who is the legal representative of the deceased 
assessee. In these circumstances, I am of the view that the notice challenged 
in this writ petition is perfectly valid and it is not liable to be quashed. There 
is no merit in this writ petition and it is liable to be dismissed. 

Mr. U.N.R. Rao, learned senior counsel further submits that as per the 
will executed by her father, the petitioner and her two sisters are each 
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case and pass appropriate orders according tp law. With these observations, 
„the writ petition is dismissed. Np costs., 
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propertlet Including 144 tolas of gold ornaments. It claimed before 
the WTO that the value of the gold ornaments was exempt u/s 5(1) (ulll) 
of the Wealth-tax Act and, therefore, should not be Included In the net 
wealth of the assessee under the Wealth-tax Act. It was contended on 
their behalf that gold ornaments were exempt from wealth tax upto the 
A.Y. 1971-72, because the Explanation to section 5(lXtfllO bg which 
‘Jewellerg’ was defined to Include ornaments made of gold, stiver, 
platinum or any other precious metal, or any other allop containing 
such precious metal, whether or not containing any precious or semi- 
precious stone, and whether or not worked or sewn Into any wearing, 
apparel, came Into effect from 1.4.1972. Consequentlp gold ornaments 
could not be said to be 'Jewellerp' In terms of section 5(l)(vlll) of the 
Act, on the valuation date earlier than 1.4.1972. The WTO negatived 
the claim of the assessee. 

DECISION 

The crucial question that calls for an answer in these references is whether 
■Jewellerv' Includes ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum or any other 
precious metal, or whether It must mean only those ornaments which have 
gems or precious stones studded in them. So far as the amendments brought 
about by the Finance (No, 2) Act of 1971 are concerned, it must be noticed 
that the exclusion of jewellery from the exempting provision came Into effect 
retrospectively, from 1.4. 1963. Having regard to the well-settled principles 
of interpretation, it must be assumed that 'Jewellery* was excluded from 
the purview of exemption granted by section 5(1) (viii) of the Act from 
1.4.1963. Explanation 1 was Inserted prospectively with effect from 
1.4. 1972, Giving the fiction its full meaning, it must be assumed that during 
the A, Ys. in question. Explanation 1 was non-existent, whereas ‘Jewellery’ was 
includible in the net wealth of the assessee. In the absence of any statutory 
definition,’jewellery’ had to be given its natural meaning, and understood 
in the same way as in ordinary parlance. Obviously, therefore. If without 
reference to Explanation 1, it could be held that 'jewellery* includes not 
only ornaments studded with gems.precious stones, etc., but also includes 
ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum, or any other precious metal, the 
subsequent insertion of Explanation 1 must be understood to be by way 
of abundant caution. Therefore, the fact that the amendment to section 
5 (1) (viii) was effected retrospectively, while Explanation 1 was added 
prospectively, Ccinnot be of much significance in interpreting the word 
‘jewellery’ in section 5(1) (viii) of the Act. The Explanation merely made 
explicit what was implicit in the earlier provision. The answer to both 
the questions referred to this court must be In the affirmative, In favour 
of the Revenue and against the assessee. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CWT vs. Arundhatl Balkrishna (1968) 70 ITR 203 (GuJ.) 
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2. CWT vs. Arundhatl Balkrlshna (1970) 77 ITR 505 (SC) 

3. CWT vs. Maharaja VibhutI Narain Singh (H.H.) (1979) 17 ITR 246 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(B.P. Singh. J.) 

In all these matters common questions of law have been referred to this 
court for its opinion pursuant to a direction of this court under section 27(3) 
of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957. The assessee in all the cases is the same, 
and the references relate to different assessment years, namely, assessment 
years 1966-67 to 1971-72. The questions of law referred to this court for 
its opinion are the following ; 

“1. Whether, on the facts and the circumstances of the case, the 
Jewellery included ornaments, according to the first proviso to 
clause (vlli) of sub-section (1) of section 5 of the Act, and the 
addition of Explanation was merely clarificatory ? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
order of the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal is perverse and not 
based on law ?" 

The facts of the case are not in dispute. The assessee, a Hindu undivided 
family, owned movable and Immovable properties including 144 tolas of 
gold ornaments. It claimed before the Wealth-tax Officer that the value of 
the gold ornaments was exempt under section 5(1) (viil) of the Wealth-tax 
Act, and, therefore, should not be Included in the net wealth of the assessee 
under the Wealth-tax Act. It was contended on their behalf that gold 
ornaments were exempt from wealth-tax up to the assessment year 1971- 
72, because the Explanation to section 5(l)(viii) by which “jewellery** was 
defined to include ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum or any other 
precious metal, or any other alloy containing one or more such precious 
metal, whether or not containing any precious or semi-precious stone, and 
whether or not worked or sewn into any wearing apparel, came into effect 
from April 1, 1972, Consequently, gold ornaments could not be said to 
be “Jewellery" In terms of section 5(1) (viii) of the Act, on the valuation 
date earlier than April 1, 1972. The valuation date In each of the relevant 
years is in the month of September. 

The Wealth-tax Officer negatived the claim of the assessee, but on appecJ 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioner following the decision of the Orissa 
High Court in CWT vs. Binapani Chakrabortg (1978) 1 14 ITR 82, allowed 
the appeal and directed the Wealth-tax Officer to obtain a list of gold 
ornaments of the assessee to find out whether the gold ornaments had 
precious or semi-precious stones embedded on them, and Include only such 
gold ornaments at their market price In the net wealth of the assessee, 
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excluding the gold ornaments having no such precious or seml-predous 
stones embedded on them, 

The appeal preferred by the Revenue before the T rlbunal failed. The Revenue 
asked for a reference to this court under section 27(1) of the Act, but the 
same was rejected, as the Tribunal was of the opinion that the questions 
suggestd by the Revenue were either questions of fact, or did not arise out 
of the order of the Tribunal. Thereafter, the Revenue moved this court 
under section 27(3) of the Act, and as noticed earlier, this court was pleased 
to direct the Tribunal to draw up a statement of case in each matter and 
refer two questions of law for the opinion of this court, which have been 
reproduced earlier. 

Before its amendment by the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1971, section 5(l)(\^ll) 
of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957, read as under : 

“5. Subject to the provisions of sub-section (lA), wealth-tax shall not 
be payable by an assessee in respect of the following assets, and such 
assets shall not be included in the net wealth of the assessee... 

(vili) furniture, household utensils, wearing apparel, provisions and other 
articles intended for the personal or household use of the assessee.” 

By the Rnance (No. 2) Act of 1971, after the existing clause (vili), the words 
“but not Including jewellery” were added with retrospective effect from April 
1,1963, so that it read as under: 

“(vili) furniture, household utensils,w€arlng apparel, pprovlsions and 
other articles intended for the personal or household use of the assessee, 
but not including jewellery". 

By the same Finance (No. 2) Act, 1971, two provisions and two Explanations 
were also added which were made effective from April 1, 1972, i.e. 
prospectively. Explanation 1 deserves to be noticed. It provides: 

“Explanation 1 - For the purposes of this clause and clause (xlii), 
‘jewellery’ includes, - 

(a) ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum or any other precious 
metal or any alloy containing one or more of such precious metals 
whether or not containing any precious or semi-precious stone, 
and whether or not worked or sewn into any wearing apparel; 

(b) precious or semi-precious stones, whether or not set in any furniture, 
utensil or other article or worked or sewn into any wearing apparel. " 

It is necessary to notice the background in which section 5 of the Wealth- 
tax Act was amended by the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1971. In CWT vs. Arundhatl 
Balkrishna (1968) 70 ITR 203 (Guj), the court was considering the question 
whether thd assessee was entitled to claim exemption In respect of Jewellery 
or ornament irrespective of its valuation. If they were Intended as articles 
for personal use of the assessee. The Revenue contended that an assessee 
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would not be entitled to claim exemption for the jewellery arwl ornaments 
irrespective of their value under clause (vlll) of section 5(1) on the ground 
that they are articles Intended for personal use of the assessee. In view 
of the specific provision having been made in respect of jewellery belonging 
to the assessee under clause (xv) of section 5(1) as then existing, where 
an initial exemption of Rs.25,000 was provided. The High Court rejected 
the contention and held that jewellery and ornament. If they were Intended 
for personal use of the assessee.were entitled to claim exemption Irrespective 
of their valuation under clause (vlll) of section 5(1) of the Act. The court 
observed that the term “Jewellery” was the collective description of Jewellery 
as well as other ornaments of precious metal. Though the question did 
not arise in the manner It has arisen In the instant case In Arundhatl 
Balkrisbna (1968) 70 ITR 203, the Gujarat High Court did observe that 
the term "Jewellery” Included ornaments of precious metals. 

The decision of the Gujarat High Court was apealed against by the 
Commissioner of Wealth-tax, but the appeal preferred by the Commissioner 
was rejected and the judgment of the Gujarat High Court affirmed. The 
judgment of the Supreme Court is reported In CWT us. ArundhantI 
Balkrishna (1970)77 ITR 505. Dismissing the appeal, the Supreme Court 
held ( at page 511): 

“Under section S(l)(xv), as it stood at the relevant time, every assessee 
was entitled to deduct a sum of Rs.25,000 from out of the value of 
the jewellery in her possession whether the same was Intended for her 
personal use or not but under section 5(1) (viil) the value of all the 
jewellery intended for the persona! use of the assessee stands excluded 
in the computation of the net wealth of an assessee.” 

In view of the judgment of the Supreme Court, the Legislature intervened 
by enacting the Finance (No. 2) Act of 1971. Section 5(l)(vili) was amended 
so as to exclude “jewellery” from the purview of exemption under clause 
(vlii) of section 5(1). 

As noticed earlier by the Finance (No.2) Act of 1971 though clause (vlll) 
has been amended with retrospective effect from April 1 , 1963, two provisio 
and two Explanations, including Explanation 1, were added with prospec- 
tive effect from April 1, 1972. In view of the amendment brought about 
to section 5 of the Act, It has been contended on behalf of the assesee 
that the exclusive definition of “Jewellery” as provided by Explanation 1 
is applicable only to cases which are governed by the prospective operation 
of Explanation 1. The legislature having enacted Explanation! to the Act 
prospectively, the same cannot be taken aid of for Interpreting the term 
"jewellery" in clause (vlii) of sub-section (1) of section 5 of the Act. It is, 
therefore, contended that ornaments made of gold, silver or platinum without 
containing zmy precious or semi-precious stone are not jewellery within the 
meaning of that term in clause (vlii) of section 5(1) of the Act. On the 
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other hand, the Revenue contends that Explanation 1 has been added by 
way of abundant caution, and even without Explanation 1, giving to the 
term "Jewellery’' Its ordinary meaning, it must be understood to mean not 
only ornaments studded with precious stones, but also ornaments made of 
gold, silver or other precious metal. 

In CWT vs. Jaitantllal Amratlal (1976) 102 ITR 105, a Division Bench 
of the Gujarat High Court considered a similar question of law referred 
to it for its opinion. It was urged before the court that as the Legidature 
had thought fit to define the term "Jewellery” by Explanation 1, which 
had been brought into effect from April 1, 1972, the court carmot, for 
purposes of the assessment years 1963-64 and 1964-65, consider the 
dictionary meaning of the term "Jewellery” as including ornaments also and, 
therefore, in view of the fact that Jewellery as defined by Explanation 1 
now being excluded from the purview of the exemption under clause (vill) 
could not be included in the net wealth of the assessee for the purposes 
of the wealth-tax. The submission was rejected by their Lordships of the 
Gujarat High Cpurt observing that it did not stand to reason that the 
Legislature could have such intention of taking out the ornaments from the 
swceep of the meaning of the term “Jewellery" and thereby continuing the 
benefit of exemption to the ornaments under clause (vlli) of section 5(1). 
The obvious reasons were that the gold, silver or other ornaments set with 
the Jewels could not have been, without any violence to the language, termed 
as articles other than Jewellery. It drew support from the Judgment of the 
same court in Arundhatl Balkrishna (1968) 70 ITR 203 (GuJ), wherein 
it was observed that the term “Jewellery” was a collective description of 
Jewellery as well as other ornaments of precious metal. It was, therefore, 
held that the definition given by Explanation 1 added by the Finance (No. 2) 
Act, 1971 so far as it related to ornaments, could be only by way of greater 
caution, because Explanation 1 tries to include gold or silver or other metal 
ornaments set with precious stones as Jewellery, which de hors the said 
definition, could not have been, un-doubtedly, articles other than jewellery. 

* It also rejected the submission urged on behalf of the assessee that by giving 
an Inclusive definition to the term “Jewellery” by Explanation Twhlch had 
prospective operation, the Legislature tried to bring within the sweep of 
the term "Jewellery” those articles which could not have been included 
otherwise. Their Lordships, howe\«r, held that an interpretation clause 
which extends the meaning of the word does not take away its ordinary 
meaning. It, therefore, rejected the contention urged on behalf of the 
assessee that the inclusive definition given by the legislature in Explanation 
1 took away the primary and obvious meaning of the term “Jewellery". It 
also considered the contention urged on behalf of the assessee that the 
court was not entitled to take the aid of Explanation 1 for the purpose 
of interpreting clause (vill) of section 5(1), since it must be assumed that 
Explanation 1 did not exist in the statute book in that relevant assessment 
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year, and at the relevant time, since It took effect from April 1 , 1972, whereas 
clau^ (vill) of section 5(1) stood amended retrospectively with effect from 
April 1, 1963. The court observed that it Is well-established that a subsequent 
Act of Parliament does not afford any useful guide in the construction of 
the prior Act and the subsequent Act can be resorted to for purposes of 
construction of the prior Act only when both the Acts deal with the same 
subject and the part of the prior Act sought to be construed is equivocal 
and capable of different construction. The court,therefore, concluded that 
Explanation 1 to section 5(1) (viil) of the Act having come into force only 
with effect from April 1,1972, could not be considered as on the statute 
book in the relevant assessment years and for all intents and purposes, 
it would be a reference to a later Act of Parliament. As the natural meaning 
of the term “Jewellery” was clear and precise, there was no justification for 
considering Explanation 1 for construing the term “jewellery" for purposes 
of the relevant assessment years. The word “include" though generally used 
in interpretation clauses in order to enlarge the meaning of words or phrases 
occurring in the body of the statute, it was also susceptible of another 
construction, which may become imperative, if the context of the Act is 
sufficient to show that it was not merely employed for the purpose of adding 
to the natural significance of the words or expressions defined. It may 
be equivalent to “mean and include”, and in that case it may afford an 
exhaustive explanation of the meaning which, for the purposes of the Act, 
must Invariably be attached to these words or expressions. The court 
summarised its opinion in the following words (at page 118) : 

“Mr. Shah may be right that in a given context, the word ‘include’ might 
import that the enumeration is exhaustive. In the ultimate analysis, 
however, it is always the question of legislative intent and we are of 
the opinion that having regard to the obvious fact that gold, silver or 
platinum ornaments studded with jewels could not have been articles 
otherwise than of jewellery. Parliament could have only by way of 
abundant caution thought fit to Include the same articles in jewellery 
by Explanation 1, which has been made effective prospectively. The 
parliamentary exposition of the term "jewellery" so as to Include ornaments 
studded with jewels could not have been, in our opinion, for urposes 
of enlarging the term of the meaning for the first time, and, therefore, 
to make It applicable prospectively. The interpretation canvassed on 
behalf of the assessee would defeat the legislative intent of removing, 
with retrospective effect from April 1, 1963, the cover of exemption 
to jewellery by excluding it from articles Intended for personal use of 
an assessee, because, on that interpretation advanced by Mr. Shah, the 
ornaments made of gold, etc., and studded with precious stones would 
be considered jewellery only from April 1, 1972. The result would be 
patently absurd, Inasmuch as the articles admittedly of jewellery can 
be included In the net wealth of an assessee only from April 1, 1972. 
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W« cannot accept any such Interpretation which would lead to such 
absurd result when the Intention of Parliament in excluding the Jewellery 
from the purview of exemption under section 5(l)(viU) with effect from 
April 1, 1963, is manifestly clear In the Fineuice (No. 2) Act, 1971. As 
stated by us, it is only by way of greater caution that the ornaments 
of gold, etc., have been also included along with the other articled 
such as furniture, apparel, etc., studded or sewn with Jewels which could 
not have been obviously termed as Jewellery but for the inclusive 
definition given In Explanation 1 and to that extent the said Explanation 
is prospective. In that view of the matter, therefore, the last contention 
of Mr. Shah that this definition is exhaustive should be rejected. Mr. 
Shah, therefore, ultimately urged that when two reasonably possible 
interpretations are open, the court should prefer one which would be 
favourable to the assessee. In our opinion, the question of preference 
does not arise as the interpretation canvasses on behalf of the assessee 
cannot be said to be reasonable or possible interpretation". 

In an earlier decision in CWT us. Rajeshwar Parshad [1975] Tax LR 194, 
a Division Bench of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana took the saume 
view. In that case, it was urged on behalf of the assessee that there was 
a difference between the ornaments and Jewellery. The ornaments were 
normally of gold and the Jewellery was embedded with precious stones. The 
contention was negatived by the court in the following words (at page 196): 

“It appears from the order of the Tribunal that they were of the view 
that there is a difference between the 'ornaments’ and 'Jewellery*. Both 
these expressions are not defined. Therefore, we have to fall back 
on the dictionary meaning. In Shorter Oxford English Dictionary 
'Jewellery' means 'Jewellers' work; gems or ornaments made or sold 
by the Jewellers-, Jewels collectively, or as a form of adornment. The 
word 'Jewel* means, according to this dictionary 'an article of value used 
for adornment usually of the person; a costly ornament especially one 
made of gold, silver, or precious stones’. In the same dictionary, the 
meaning of the word 'ornament' is stated to be 'any adjunct or accessory; 
equipment, furniture, attire, trapping anything used or serving to adorn; 

, a decoration, embellishment ’ It may be mentioned that these words 

are not terms of art and what has to be seen is what in fact are the 
articles or. In other words, whether the articles fall within the ambit 
of the word 'Jewellery'. It is not disputed that these ornaments are 
of gold and are meant for wearing on the person of the assessee. 
Therefore, they would fall within the ambit of the phrase 'Jewellery'.. 
No playing with words will take them out of the category. In our opinion , 
the Tribunal fell in this error and that has led to a wrong decision of 
the matter." 

The Allahabad High Court in CIVT os. His Highness Maharaja VibhutI 
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Narain Singh (1979] 1 17 ITR 246. agreeing with the view of the GM^t 
High Court answered the reference before ft In favour of the Revenue. After 
noticing the judgment of the Supreme Court In Arundhatl Ba/krlshna 
(1970] 77 fTR 505 and the amendments to the Act thereafter It observed 
(at page 248): 

“The Explanation made It quite clear that the term 'jewellery* was 
taken In its wider meaning. It included ornaments whether studded with 
precious Jewels or not, It was, however, argued that the Expfanotion 
was prospectively added. It was not available for assessment year prior 
to 1972. We are unable to agree. The phrase 'but not Including 
jewellery’ was added with effect from April 1, 1963. The word ‘jewellery’ 
as commonly understood includes ornaments made of precious stones. 
In our opinion, the Explanation only made explicit what was Implicit 
in the provision from its inception. This view finds support from the 
decision of the Gujarat High Court In CWT us. JapantiJal Amratlal 
(1976) 102 ITR 105. We arc in respectful agreement with the Gujarat 
High Court". 

The Delhi High Court in CWT us. Smt. Saultrl DeuI (1983) 140 ITR 525 
after careful consideration of the decisions on the point held (at page 530): 

“It would appear to us that the word 'jewellery' In common parlance 
especially In India would certainly Include ornaments for personal 
adornment that are made from gold irrespective of whether they are 
studded with precious stones or not. When an Indian girl talks of her 
Jewellery, she certainly means to include there in her gold bangles, 
chain, anklets, etc., even though they arc not studded with precious 
or semi-precious stones. The difference sought to be made out between 
the two appears to us to be artificial.” 

It agreed with the view of the Punjab and Haryana, Gujarat and Allahabad 
High Courts. It did not agree with the contrary view of the Orissa, Calcutta 
and Madhya Pradesh High Courts. After noticing the contrary view, their 
Lordships observed (at page 531); 

“We do not agree. We feel that the word 'jewellery* as set out in the 
dictionaries as above noticed and as understood fri common parlance, 
certainly includes gold ornaments. Gold ornaments made for personal 
use are almost always a Jeweller’s Job and cannot be made by just anyone. 
A jewel itself is a costly ornament especially one made of gold, silver 
or precious stones. Precious stones are not a necessary Ingredient to 
make a piece of Jewellery. Exquisite filigree gold and silver Jewellery 
Is made in Orissa and other parts of the country and can certainly not 
be made by any one other ttran an expert Jeweller. The Hindi word 
of jewellery 'gehena’ would certainly include such Jewellery wtthln its 
ambit. It is unthinkable that a gold 'champakali’ or 'hanall’ or a v;eddlng 
ring is not jewellery just because it is not studded with stones. It would 
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appear to us that there is nothing redundant or sAisutd in theExptaaoMon 
being prospective. The terms of the Explanation cannot take away 
the ordinary meaning of the word jewellery’. In any case, the Expla- 
nation does not deal with gold ornaments only but alM elucidates, Inter 
alia, that even if gold ornaments, etc., are sewn Into any wearir^ apparel 
they would be Jewellery; this is certainly an extended meaning of the 
word and not one as used in common parlance; similar Is the position 
with regard to precious or semi-precious stones whether set in any 
furniture, utensil or other article or worked or sewn into any apparel 
or not. The artificially enlarged meaning as extended by the prospective 
definition provided for in Explanation 1 above mentioned also included 
by way of abundant caution the natural meaning of the term. It has 
apparently been included so that the common parlance meaning should 
not escape attention." 

The Delhi High Court has reiterated its above view in two subsequent 
judgments in CWT vs. RukmanI Deal 11983) 142 ITR 41 (Delhi) and CWT 
os. AnantI Devi 11987) 163 ITR 182 (Delhi). 

There are two decisions of the Orissa and Calcutta High Court’s to the 
contrary, reported in the same volume of the “Income-tax Reports". The 
decision of the Orissa High Court is CWT vs. BlnapanI Chakraborty (1978) 
1 14 ITR 82 and that of the Calcutta High Court in CIVT vs. Adltya VIkram 
Blrlg (1978) JH ITR 71}. 

In BlnapanI Chakraborty's case 11978) 114 ITR 82, the Orissa High Court 
noticed the decision of the Supreme Court in Arundhatl Balkrishna’a case 
(1970) 77 ITR 505. It noticed the amendment of the Act which came 
after the aforesaid judgment of the Supreme Court. The discussion is 
contained in one paragraph of the judgment which is as follows (at page 
84): 

“In view of the decision of the Supreme Court and in view of the clear 
provision that Explanation 1 has no retrospective effect, in our opinion, 
the Tribunal took the right view when it came to the conclusion that 
Jewellery incorporated in clause (vlli) shall have the meaning as given 
by the Supreme Court to the term and the legislative meaning given 
to the term by Explanation 1 shall operate from April 1, 1972, In 
that view of the matter, the deletion directed by the Tribunal of the 
value of the gold ornaments from the taxable net wealth was justified.” 

I find it difficult to agree with the view of the Orissa High Court. The 
Supreme Court in Arundhatl Balkrishna's case (1970) 77 ITR 505 did 
not consider the question whether “jewellery" included gold ornaments or 
whether that term included only ornaments embedded with jewels and 
precious stones. The question before the Supreme Court was entirely 
different and the judgment of the Supreme Court renders no assistance 
In giving meaning to the word “jewellery”, in the context it has arisen in 
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the Instant cases. The decision of the Orissa High Court noHccd Expianatton 
1, which was added with effect from April 1, 1972. The Judgment proceeds 
on the basis that but for Explanation 1, the term “jewellery" would not 
have included ornaments made of gold, silver or any other precious metal 
which did not contain precious or seml-preclous stones. It docs not appear 
from the Judgment that the question as to what “Jewellery" means In ordinary 
parlance, was agitated before the court. 

The Calcutta High Court in Adltpa Vikram Birla's case 11978) 114 HR 
711 held that the dictionary meaning of “jewellery” was not so wide or 
clear as to bring In all valuable ornaments within Its fold. On the contrary. 
In popular parlance “jewellery" connotes use of stones, precious, semi- 
precious or even Imitation, In the ornament concerned. Proceeding on 
this basis, and not finding it safe to go only by the original and modem 
English meaning, their Lordships observed that what is to be kept in view 
is the widespread use of ornaments and Jewellery in this country and the 
specific connotation of the various types of jewellery in use in the country 
and described In the various local languages. Proceeding on such basis 
their Lordships considered the amendment introduced by the Finance (No. 2) 
Act, 197 1 , and came to the conclusion that by such amendment the meaning 
of the word “Jewellery” was extended to Include ornaments made of gold, 
silver, platinum or any other precious metals whether or not containing 
any precious or semi-precious stone. If the contention for the Revenue 
that in its ordinary meaning the term “Jewellery" always included all ornaments 
made out of precious metals with or without stones, was accepted, the 
Introduction of the above Explanation I to setion 5(l)(vlii) with prospective 
effect would be redundant and also absurd. Their Lordships agreed with 
the view of the Orissa High Court In Smt. Blnapanl Chafcraborty's case 
11978) 114 HR 82 and did not approve of the view of the Gujarat High 
Court In Jai>antllal Ararat Lai's case 11976] 102 HR 105. 

A Full Bench of the Madhya Pradesh High Court In CWT os. Smt. Tarabal 
Kanakmal (1983) 140 HR 374 agreed with the view of the Orissa and 
Calcutta High Courts and did not approve of the view held by the Gujarat, 
Allahabad and Punjab and Haryana High Courts. Their Lordships after 
considering the dictionary meaning given to “jewellery” and “jewel” observed 
that although the dictionaries are not dictators of statutory construction, 
yet If there is nothing better to rely upon, the dictionaries may be used 
to find out the general sense in which any particular word is understood 
in common parlance. The ordinary meaning of the word "Jewellery" was 
not so wide as to cover all ornaments. The ordinary meaning of the word 
as is known now will embrace precious or seml-preclous stones and gold 
and silver ornaments which contain precious or seml-preclous stones. It 
was in this sense that the word “Jewellery" as used in clause (viil) has to 
be understood before April 1, 1972. The submission that the inclusive 
definition contained in the ExplarrStton, which became effective from April 
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1, 1972, was added merely as a matter of abundant caution, was rejected, 
as tr) their opinion It weis cleariy intended to glue a wider meaning to the 
word "jewellery” with effect from April 1, 1972. The very fact that die 
words "but not Including jewellery" were retrospectively added with effect 
from April 1,1963, and the Explanation was added with effect from April 
1, 1972, by the same Finance Act in section 5(l)(vIIi),gave out a cl^r 
intention of Parliament that the wider meaning of the word “jewellery" as 
contained in the Explanation, was not to be applied for any assessment 
year prior to April 1, 1972. Their Lordships noticed that the dictionary 
meaning of the words “jewel" and "jewellery” would go to show that although 
these words in generic sense are used to denote costly ornaments made 
of gold and silver, whether they were studded with precious stones or not, 
yet this wide meaning has become obsolete and these words are now 
restricted to precious stones and ornaments containing precious stones. 

The Rajasthan High Court in Hanuman Mai SekhanI us. CIVT[19871 168 
ITR 364 preferred the view taken by the Orissa, Calcutta, Punjab and 
Haryana and Madhya Pradesh High Courts, to the view taken by the Gujarat, 
Allahabad and Delhi High Courts. After noticing the divergent views on 
the subject their Lordships concluded thus (at page 374): 

“Thus, a consideration of the provisions of section 5(l)(vill) and the 
amendment Introduced therein by the Finance (No.2) Act, 1971, with 
retrospective effect from April 1 , 1963, and the insertion of Explanation 
1 in that sub-section prospectively with effect from April 1, 1972, go 
to show that Parliament intended that ornaments made of gold, silver 
or other precious metals would be included in the term ‘jewellery’ only 
after Explanation 1 was added to section 5(1) (viil) with effect from 
April 1,1972, and earlier thereto gold, and silver ornaments could be 
included in Jewellery only in case they were studded with precious or 
semi-precious stones or sewn Into any wearing apparel,” 

The Gauhati High Court in CWT u. Smit. Ratnl Devi Berla (19891 179 
ITR 202 ; (1989] Tax LR 47 has taken the same view and from the report 
it appears that the judgment of the Orissa High Court in Smt. Blnapani 
Cho/croborty's case 11978) 114 ITR 82 was brought to its notice. However, 
though reference was made to the judgment of the Gujarat High Court, 
since that report was not shown to their Lordships, they did not feel it 
safe to take into consideration the ratio of that decision as mentioned in 
the A.I.R. Manual. Their Lordships considered the legislative changes 
brought about to section 5 of the Wealth-tax Act and came to the conclusion 
that the intention of the Legislature was not to Include gold ornaments within 
the definition of jewellery, prior to April 1, 1972. The question whether 
"jewellery" as understood in common parlance Included gold ornaments, 
was neither agitated before the court nor decided by it. 

There is only one other decision of the Punjab and Haryana High Court 
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which requires to be noticed. I have noticed the Judgment of the same 
Hteh Court In CWT us. Rajesbwar Parshad (19751 Tax LR 194 udrcreln 
the court took the view that ornaments made of gold, meant for wearing 
on the person of the assesses fall within the ambit of the phrase "Jewellery”. 
However, In Smt. Meera Jalswal vs. CWT [1982] 136 ITR 548 (P & H 
), a coordinate Bench of the same court took a different view. Agreeing 
with the view of the Calcutta and Orissa High Courts, and disagreeing with 
the view of the Allahabad and Gujarat High Courts, their Lordships held 
that in popular parlance "Jewellery" connotes use of stones, precious, semL 
precious or even imitation in the ornaments concerned. It was for this reason 
that the Explanation was introduced and the meaning of the word “Jewellery" 
was extended to include ornaments made of gold, etc, If in its ordinary 
meaning the term “jewellery" always included all ornaments made out of 
precious metals with or without stones, then the introduction of the Explanation 
to section 5(l)(viii) with prospective effect would be redundant and also 
absurd. It is surprising that the earlier decision of a Division Bench of the 
same court In CWT vs. Rajeshwar Parshad (19751 Tax LR 194, was not 
brought to its notice, for I am sure if the same was brought to its notice, 
the learned Judges would have either followed the same as a binding 
precedent, or referred the matter for decision by a larger Bench. The 
decision appears to have been rendered per Incuriam. 

The crucial question, to my mind, that calls for an answer in these references 
is whether “Jewellery" Includes ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum 
or any other precious metal, or whether it must mean only those ornaments 
which have gems or precious stones studded in them. It cannot be disputed 
that the words “wearing apparel ... and other articles Intended for the 
personal .. . use of the assessee" In section 5(l)(viil) of the Act Includes 
Jewellery. In Arundhatl Balkrishna (1970] 77 ITR 505, the Supreme Court 
held that under the aforesaid provision, the value of all the Jewellery intended 
for the personal use of the assessee stands excluded In the computation 
of the net wealth of the assessee. The deduction of Rs. 25,000 from out 
of the value of the Jewellery under section 5(l)(xv) as it then stood, was 
permissible, regardless of the fact whether the same was Intended for 
personal use or not. Such being the ratio, the decision is of no assistance 
In answering the question that arises for consideration In the Instant case. 

So far as the amendments brought about by the Finance (No. 2) Act of 1971 
are concerned. It must be noticed that the exclusion of Jewellery from the 
exemption provision came Into effect retrospectively, from April, 1963. 
Having regard to the well-settled principles of interpretation, it must be 
assumed that “jewellery" was excluded from the purview of exemption 
granted by section 5(l)(v^li) of the Act from April 1, 1963. Explanation 
1 was Inserted prospectively with effect from April 1, 1972. Giving to the 
fiction its full meaning, it must be assumed that during the assessment years 
in question, Explanation 1 was non-existent, whereas "Jewellery" was 
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Inchidlble In the net wealth of the assessee. In the absence oi any statutory 
definition, “JeweUery” had to be given Us natural meaning, and understood 
in the same was as in ordinary padance. Obviously, therefore, if without 
reference to Explandtion 1, It could be held that “Jewellery” includes not 
only ornaments studded with gems, precious stones, etc, but also includes 
ornaments made og gold, stiver, platinum, or any other precious metal, the 
subsequent insertion of Explanation 1 must be understood to be by way 
of abundant caution. If, on the other hemd, it is held that “jewellery” cannot 
be understood to Include ornaments made of gold,sllver, platinum and other 
precious metals, without gems or precious stones studded or embedded In 
them. Explanation 1 must be understood as an inclusive definition giving 
an extended meaning to “jewellery” so as to include that, which but (or 
the Inclusive definition could not be considered to be “jewellery". In my 
view, therefore, the fact that the amendment to section 5(l)(vlli) was effected 
retrospectively, while Explanation 1 was added prospectively, cannot be 
of much significance in Interpreting the word “jewellery” in section 5(l)(vlii) 
of the Act, as it stood in the years of assessment in question. It cannot be 
lost sight of that an Explanation only functions to explain the meaning 
and effect of the main provision to which it is an Explanation, and to clear 
up any doubt or ambiguity in it. 

The dictionary meaning of “jewellery" appears to be wide enough to Include 
articles of gold and other precious metals used for personal adornment. 
Jewellers’ work ; gems or ornaments made or sold by the jewellers; jewels 
collectively, or as a form of adornment, come within the dictionary meaning 
of “jewellery". This has been exhaustively dealt with in various judgments 
to which reference has been made earlier. The Madhya Pradesh High Q>urt 
observed that a perusal of the dictionary meaning of the words “jewel" and 
“jewellery” will go to show that although these words in a generic sense 
were used to denote costly ornaments made of gold or silver, whether they 
were studded with precious stones or not, yet this wide meaning has become 
obsolete and these words are now restricted to precious stones and ornaments 
containing precious stones. The Calcutta High Court observed diat the 
dictionary meaning of the word “jewellery" was not so wide or clear as 
to bring in all valuable ornaments within Us fold. On the contrary, it appeared 
to their Lordships that in popular parlance “jewellery" connotes use of 
stones, precious, semi-precious or even imitation, in the ornament con- 
cerned. It was not safe to go only by the original and modem English 
meaning having regard to the widespread use of ornaments and jewellery 
in our country and the specific connotation of the various types jewellery 
in use in the country and described in various local languages. In Hindustani 
and Bengali at least a clear distinction is made between ornaments which 
are made of gold or silver and ornaments which are studded with stones. 
On the other hand,the Gujarat High Court as well as E)elhl High Court 
took the view that the dictionary meaning of the word “jewellery" as well 
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as what U understood by that word In ordinary parlance Is the same. The 
Gujarat High Court held that so far as the dictionary definition Is concerned, 
even according to the dictionary meaning. Jewellery cind ornaments can be 
collectively described as “Jewellery**. The natural impact of the terms 
"Jewellery*’ was well-known as a collective description of “Jewel** as well 
as other ornaments of precious metals. Similarly, the Delhi High Court 
had no difficulty In holding that the word “Jewellery” In common parlance 
specially in India, would certainly include ornaments for personal adornment 
that are made from gold Irrespective of whether they are studded with 
precious stones or not. When an Indian girl talks of her Jewellery, she 
certainly means to Include therein her gold bangles, chain, anklets, etc. 
even if they are not studded with precious or semi-precious stones. 

I am inclined to agree with the view expressd by the Gujarat and Delhi 
High Courts, because 1 have no hesitation in holding that “Jewellery” 
connotes articles made of precious metals and are meant for personal 
adornment. The fact that jewels or precious stones are embedded in such 
articles will not make any difference. The distinction sought to be made 
between ornament and Jewellery to my mind is artificial. It may be that 
in different parts of the country ornaments made only of gold or other 
precious metal may be described in a particular way and different from 
ornaments which are studded with any precious or semi-precious stones. 
That, however, will not make any difference to the meaning of the word 
“jewellery” , because that must Include ornaments meant for personal adornment 
made of gold, silver or any other precious metal whether or not studded 
with precious or semi-precious stones. Equally, there appears no reason 
to impute an intention to the Legislature that by excluding the jewellery 
from the exemption clause, it purported to exclude only ornaments studded 
with precious or semi-precious stones and not ornaments made of gold, 
silver or other precious metal. The word “jewellery” has been used in a 
generic sense as to include both the above categories. In the context of 
the Wealth-tax Act, it stands to reason that the Legislature did not Intend 
to include within the purview of exemption valuable articles such as “jewellery” 
while granting exemption for the value of furniture, household utensils, 
wearing apparel intended for personal or household use of the assessee. 

If it Is held that jewellery Includes ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum, 
whether or not studded with precious stones, it would not be permissible 
to give to the word a narrow meaning as to exclude ornaments made only 
of precious metals, merely because an Explanation added subsequently 
clarified that Jewellery would include ornaments made of gold, silver or any 
other precious metal or alloy whether or not containing any precious or 
scml-preclous stone. The Explanation merely made explicit what was 
implicit In the earlier provision.-— 

In this view of the matter, the answer to both the questions referred to 
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this court must be in the affirmative, in favour of the revenue and against 
the assessee. They are answered accordingly. 

K. Venkataswami C.J. — I agree. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice A.S. Nehra) 

Criminal Misc. No. 12552-M of 1993 

Rajindef Pal Mahajan 
vs. 

Raison India Ltd. & Others 

For the Appellant R.S. Ghal & A.P.S. Deol 

For the Respondent H.S. Hooda & Sanjeev Sheoran 

Decided on 22-4-1994 

PROSECUTION — Search of premises of an employee of the 
company — Cash seized during the course of search operations— 
Fixed deposit receipts, blank cheques and transfer advices seized 
from his possession — Management Rnding that employee with* 
drawing certain amounts from the account of the company and 
not accounted for in the books — Employee committing criminal 
breach of trust — Application made by company to release currency 
and other investment on superdari — Assessee's application 
dismissed by Chief Judicial Magistrate — Company appealing before 
Additional Sessions Judge and department also filing application 
for direction to trial court to release the money and other valuables 
to the Income-tax Department — Additional Sessions Judge remiting 
release to the company furnishing bank guarantee — Held, 
release of the amount justified. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 

Indian Penal Code, 1860 — Sections 1205, 406, 408, 409, 467 & 471 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Section 482. 

FACTS 

A case was registered u/ss 406, 408, 409, 467, 471 and 120B of Indian 
Penal Code, against RaJInder Pal Mahajan accused. As per the alle- 
gations contained In the FIR, the accused was appointed as Financial 
Controller-Cum-Company Secretary of Raison India Ltd., Ludhiana, and 
Joined the company In that capacity on 29.11.1985. During the course 
of his employment he used to get the signatures of Managing Director 
on blank cheques and transfer advices. The abuse of position by the 
accused came to light when, as a result of the raid on his premises by 
the Income Tax Department, FDRs amounting to Rs.55,33,129/-, blank 
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chequea and transfer aduices were seized from the possession oj the 
accused. On examining the accounts of the company, the management 
found that the accused had withdrawn an amount of Rs. 1.29 lakhs from 
the accounts of the company from the Punjab National Bank, and the 
said amount had not been accounted for In the books of account of 
the company. He had chea ted the company by signing In fictitious names 
and withdrawing huge amounts In collusion with the bank officials. 
During the course of Investigation by the police, an amount of 
Rs. 40,58,412 alongwith Indira Vikas Patras valued at Rs. 9,10,000 was 
recovered from the possession of the accused. An application was made 
for the release of the currency and Indira Vikas Patras on superdarl. 
Respondent No. 1 filed a revision petition before the Add/. SesslonsJudge 
against the order dated 2.3.1993 passed by the trial court,. When the 
revision petition was pending, the Income-tax Department also filed an 
application before the Additional Sessions Judge pleading that the trial 
court be directed to release the money alongwith the Indira Vikas Patras 
to the Income-tax Department. 

DECISION 

The Additional Sessions Judge observed that admittedly the accused from 
whose possession such a huge amount was recovered, was a paid employee 
of the company, that there Is no explanation whatsoever from his side to 
account for possession of such a huge amount in hard currency, which can 
be safely said to be disproportionate to his ostensible means; that the 
allegations are that he committed a breach of trust and thus misappropriated 
funds belonging to the company to the tune of Rs.1.29 lakhs by abusing 
his position as Financial Controller-cum-Company Secretary, the accused 
had easy access to the funds and had means to misappropriate the same 
by committing breach of trust of the company. The learned Additional 
Sessions Judge, therefore, held that, in the circumstances of the case, the 
company appears to be entitled to the custody of the amount. The Additional 
Sessions Judge ordered the amount of Rs.40,58,412/- to be released on 
the company’s furnishing a bank guarantee in the sum of Rs.50 lakhs to 
the satisfaction of the learned Ilaqa Magistrate. The learned counsel for 
the petitioner contended that the order passed by the Additional Sessions 
Judge Is illegal and without Jurisdiction. The Hon’ble Court held that since 
the amount of Rs.40,58,412/- has been released to the company on Its 
furnishing a bank guarantee in the sum of Rs.50/- lakhs, therefore, the 
order passed by the Additional Sessions Judge is legal and within his 
jurisdiction. In ylew of the above discussion, the Hon’ble Court held that 
there is no merit in this petition and the same is dismissed. 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

fA.S. Nehra, J.j 

Rajlnder Pal Mahajan has filed this petition under section 482 of the Code 
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of Criminal Procedure, 1973, for quashing the Impugned order dated 
September 24, 1993, passed the Additional Sessions Judge, Ludhiana. 
Briefly stated, the facts of the case are : 

A case was registered, vide FIR No. 230 dated December 7,1992,at Police 
Station.Focal Point, Ludhiana, under sections 406, 408, 409, 467, 471 
and 120B, Indian Penal Code, against Rajinder Pal Mahajan accused. As 
per the allegations contained in the RR,the accused was appointed as 
Financial ControIler-cum~Company Secretary of Raison India Limited, 
Ludhiana, and Joined the company in that capacity on November 29, 1985. 

During the course of his employment, he used to get the signatures of Shrl 
Sanjeev Pahwa, Managing Director, on blank cheques and transfer advices. 
The abuse of position by the accused came to light when, as a result of 
the raid on his premises by the Income-tax Department, FDRs amounting 
to Rs.55,33,129, blank cheques and transfer advices were seized from the 
possession of the accused. On examining the accounts of the company, 
the management found that the accused had withdrawn an amount of 
Rs. 1 .29 lakhs from the accounts of the company from Punjab National Bank, 
Branch Dhandarl Kalan, and the said amount had not been accounted for 
in the books of account of the company and thereby the accused had 
committed criminal breach of trust in respect of the said amount and had 
misappropriated the same to his own use by getting FDRs and the property 
in the names of his relations. He had cheated the company by signing 
in fictitious names and withdrawing huge amounts in collusion with the bank 
officials. During the course of investigation by the ppliee, an zunount of 
Rs.40,58,412 alongwlth Indira Vikas Patras valued at Rs.9, 10,000 was 
recovered from the possession of the accused. 

An application was made for the release of the currency and Indira Vikas 
Patras on superdarl. The application was dismissed by Shrl Naglnderjit 
Singh, Judicial Magistrate, 1st Class, Ludhiana, vide his order dated March 
2, 1993, on the ground that both the parties were laying claim to the amount 
of Rs.40,58,412. This order does not say anything about the Indira Vikas 
Patras. Thereafter, another application was moved before the learned Chief 
Judicial Magistrate, Ludhiana,whlch was dismissed, vide order dated June 
7, 1993, on the ground that an application having already been dismissed 
by the court of Shrl Naglnderjit Singh, vide order dated March 2, 1993, 
no fresh application was maintainable. 

Respondent No. 1 filed a revision petition against the order dated March 
2,1993 passed by the trial court before the Additional Sessions Judge, 
Ludhiana. When the revision petition was pending, the Income-tax Department 
also filed an application before the Additional Sessions Judge pleading that 
the trial court be directed to release the money along with the Indira Vikas 
Patras to the income-tax Department. 

The revision petition filed by respondent No.l was opposed on the ground 
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that the same Is time barred. When this objection was raised, respondent 
No. 1 filed an application for condonbig the delay. After hearing the patties, 
the Additional Sessions Judge, In the interest of Justice, condoned dday 
In filing the revision petition and held that there are sufficient grounds for 
condoning the delay in filing the revision petition. The application filed 
by the Income-tax Department was held to be not maintainable. The 
Additional Sessions Judge observed that admittedly the accused (petitioner) 
from whose possession such a huge amount was recovered, was a paid 
employee of the company; that there is no explanation whatsoever from 
his side to account for possession of such a huge amount in hard currency, 
which can be safely said to be disproportionate to his ostensible means; 
that the allegations are that he committed a breach of trust and thus 
misappropriated funds belonging to the company to the tune of Rs.1.29 
lakhs (Rs. 1,29,000) by abusing his position as Rnanclal ControUer-cum 
Company Secretary and that apparently, in his capacity as Financial ControUer- 
cum-Company Secretary, the accused (petitioner) had easy access to the 
funds and had means to misappropriate the same by committing breach 
of trust of the company. The learned Additional Sessions Judge, therefore, 
held that, in the circumstances of the case, the company appears to be 
entitled to the custody of the amount lying in the custody of the court and 
that it would not be Just and proper to keep such a huge amount locked 
in sealed boxes, thereby keeping it out of circulation resulting In national 
loss. Accordingly, the Additional Sessions Judge ordered the amount of 
Rs. 40,58,4 12 to be released on the company’s furnishing a'bank guarantee 
in the sum of Rs.50 lakhs (Rs. 50, 00 ,000) to the satisfaction of the learned 
niaqa Magistrate, undertaking to comply with and duly perform the final 
orders of the trail court regarding the payment of the amount at the 
conclusion of the trial court regarding the payment of the amount at the 
conclusion of the trial. The Additional Sessions Judge further held that 
in case the accused (petitioner) is found to be entitled to the payment of 
the amount, the company shall be liable to pay the amount alongwith interest 
at the rate of 12 per cent per annum for the period of retention of the 
amount. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has contended that the order dated 
September 24, 1993, passed by the Additional Sessions Judge, Ludhiana 
is Ulegal and without Jurisdiction. It has been further contended by learned 
counsel for the petitioner that the learned Additional Sessions Judge has 
also erred In condoning the delay In filing the revision petition. 

Learned counsel for respondent No.l has contended that the order dated 
September 24, 1993, passed by the Additional Sessions Judge is legal and 
wl^tn JUTlsdlcltion. He further submitted that the delay in filing the re\rtsion 
petition was condoned when respondent No. 1 was able to prove that there 
were sufficient grounds for condoning^the delay in filing the re\4slon petition. 
It has been further contended by learned counsel for respondent No. 1 diat 
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the amount of Rs.40,B8,412 has been released to the company on its 
furnishing a- bank guarantee in the sum of Rs.50 lakhs and that, therefore, 
the order passed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge is just and proper 
and that it has been passed In the Interest of Justice. 

I 

After hearing learned counsel for the parties, I find force In the contention 
raised on behalf of respondent No. 1 The learned Additional Sessions Judge 
has exercised his Jurisdiction properly in condoning the delay in filing the 
revision petition, because respondent was able to prove that there were 
sufficient grounds for condoning the delay in filing the revision petition. 
Since the amount of Rs.40, 58,412 has been released to the company wi 
its furnishing a bank guarantee in the sum of Rs.50 lakhs, therefore, the 
^ order passed by the Additional Sessions Judge is legal and within his 
Jurisdiction. The petitioner did not file any application before the trial court 
for superdaN of this amount. He also did not file a revision petition when 
the application of the company was declined on March 2, 1 993. Hierefore, 
the conduct of the petitioner shows that he was simply Interested in opposing 
the application of the company for superdarl of the amount of Rs.40, 58,4 12. 
The Interest of the petitioner has been properly safeguarded by the learned 
Additional Sessions Judge. The learned Additional Sessions Judge has held 
that in case the accused (petitionerjis found to be entitled to the payment 
of the amount, the company shall be liable to pay the amount along with 
Interest at the rate of 12 per cent per annum for the period of retention 
4 of the amount. Therefore, no injustice has been done to the petitioner. 

In view of the above discussion, I hold that there ls.no merit in this 
petition and the same is dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 435 (Raj.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF RAJASTHAN 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Chief Justice K.C. Agarwat & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice V.K. Slnghal) 

D.B. Wealth-tax Reference No. 127 of 1986 

PukhraJ Rlkhahdas 
vs. 

Commissioner of Wealth-tax 

For the Appellant Vineet Kothari 

For the Respondent D.S. Shlshodia 

Decided on 13-10-1992 

REFERENCE — Aeaeeeee contesting valoatlon of property — 
Valuation of property already determined by a certain valuer lor 
past years — No change In clrcumetances — Tribunal refusing 
to rcomielder same facts again — Aeseseee filing reference appUcatioo 
~ Reference application rejected — Held, Tribunal Justified In 
rejecting application for reference. 
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Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Sections 7 St 27(3). 

FACTS 

The brief facts of the case are that there was a property; which was gluen 
on rent. The said firm consisted of the assessee and his brother as 
partners. The rent which was received from the property uK)s not 
considered as adequate and was considered collusive. A suit was also 
pending In the Court and, therefore, the valuer estimated the valuation 
of the property at Rs. 1,95,000. Half share of It was taken at Rs. 98,000. 
The assessee submitted the return showing the valuation of the property 
atRs. 75,000/- which was subsequently reduced by assessee to Rs.36,140. 
The rrO held that there was no change In the facts and circumstances 
of the case and, therefore, he adopted the valuation of the property 
at Rs.98,000 as assessed earlier. The appeal before the AAC was also 
rejected and the Tribunal has held that the matter has already been 
considered by the Tribunal In which the same valuation was taken and 
as such there Is no reason to take a different view. The appeal was 
dismissed. 

DECISION 

The Hor)’bIe Court held that the valuation was adopted by the Tribunal 
having become final and there being no change In the circumstances, the 
assessee cannot be allowed now to i ^agitate the same Issue on the same 
facts and circumstances. There should be finality even under the income- 
tax law in respect of a finding which haw been given In a particular year. 
The finding, which has been given with regard to valuation of the property. 
Is undisturbed and as such the Hon’ble Court was of the opinion that the 
Tribunal was Justified In rejecting the application for reference. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Sardar Kehar Singh us. CIT ^1992) 195 ITR 769 (Raj) 

2. RadhasoamI Satsang vs. CIT (1992) 193 TfR 321 (SC) 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(V.K Singhal, J.) 

The assessee has submitted an application under section 27(3) of the Wealth- 
tax Act, 1957, (‘the Act*) raising the following question arising out of the 
Order of the Tribunal In respect of the assessment year 1978-79 : 

“Whether, on the facts and circumstances of the case, the Tribunal was 
justified In valuing the Bombay property on the basis of the valuation 
made by the (trial valuer adopting hypothetical rent capitalisation method 
and rejecting the claim of tire assessee for valuing the property on die 
basts of capitalisation of actuaHeceipts of rent?” 
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The brief facts of tfie case are that tfiere was a property which was given 
on rent to N.P. Metal Works. The said firm consisted of the assessee and 
his brother as partners. The rent which was received from the property 
was not considered as adequate and was considered collusive. A suit was 
also pending in the Court and, therefore, the valuer estimated the valuation 
of the property at Rs. 1,95,000. Half share of it was taken at Rs.98,000. 
The assessee submitted the return showing the valuation of die property 
at Rs. 75,000/- which was subsequently reduced to Rs.36,140. The ITO 
held that there was no change in the facts and circumstances of the case 
and, therefore, he adopted the valuation of the property at Rs.98,000 as 
assessed earlier. The appeal before the AAC was also rejected and the 
Tribunal has held that the matter has already been considered by the Tribunal 
in which the same valuation was taken and as such there is no reason to 
take a different view. The appeal was dismissed. 

The submission of the learned counsel for the assessee is that a property 
which is let on rent should be assessed on rent capitalisation basis. A number 
of authorities have been cited in this respect which we do not propose to 
take into consideration as this proposition is not in dispute that, once a 
property is let on rent, then normal rent capitalisation method should be 
adopted. In the present case, these factors were taken into consideration 
and the Tribunal has already taken into consideration the fact of its being 
let on rent. Since the firm to which the property was rented out consisted 
of the assessee and his brother, the figure as shown in the return was not 
considered as adequate and, therefore, the valuation was taken independ- 
ently. The said valuation continued for a number of years. The Tribunal 
was Justified in taking the \dew that there being no change in the circum- 
stances, the valuation carmot be changed. 

The Court has held In Sardar Kehar Singh vs. CIT (1992) 195 ITR 769 
that, normally, res Judicata does not apply to taxation proceedings. However, 
this general rule is subject to the qualification that a finding reached in 
assessment proceedings for an. earlier year after due inquiry would not be 
reopened in a subsequent year, if no fresh facts are found in the subsequent 
assessment year. This is on the principle that there should be finality and 
certainty in all litigations including those arising out of the income-teuc law. 
Recently, the Supreme Court in Radhasoaml Satsang vs. CIT (1992) 193 
ITR 321, 329, has held that ‘strictly speaking, res Judicata does not apply 
to income-tax proceedings. Again, each assessment year being a unit, what 
is decided in one year may not apply in the following year but where a 
fundamental aspect permeating through different assessment years has been 
found as a fact one way or the other and parties have allowed that position 
to be sustained by not challenging the order, it would not at all be appropriate 
to allow the position to be changed in a subsequent year’. 

The above proposition of law is very clear and fully applies to the facts 
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of this case. The valuation which was adopted by the T ribunal ha\dn9 become 
final and there being no change In the circumstances, the assessee cannot 
be allowed now to reagltate the same issue on the same facts and circum- 
stances. There should be finality even under the income'tipc law In respect 
of a finding which has been given in a particular year, The findinfl, v^teh 
has been given with regard to valuation of the property, is undisturbed and 
as such we are of the opinion that the Tribunal was Justified in rejecting 
the application for reference. 

The reference application under section 27(3) is, accordingly, dismissed. 
No order as to costs. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 438 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ajit K. Sengupta &, 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen) 

IT Reference No. 422 of 1991 

Commissioner of Wealth-tax 
vs. 

Champa Properties Ltd. 

For the Appellant L.K. Chatterjee 

For the Respondent None 

Decided on : 20-7-199"’,^ 

VALUATION OF ASSETS — Assessee giving properties on long 
lease — Three lessees giving permission to the assessee to sublet 
on payment of Rs.2,000 per month to each of them — Agreement 
arrived at between the assessee and the lessees — Property let 
out at a much higher rate and lessees giving vacant possession 
While valuing property under rule IBB assessee claiming 
deduction of Rs.72,000 out of maintainable rent — Claim of the 
assessee disallowed by Assessing Officer — Held, direction of the 
Tribunal to exclude the said amount while determining the net 
maintainable rent correct. 

Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Section 7 read with rule IBB. 

COMPUTATION OF NET WEALTH — Assessee showing municipal 
taxes payable as liabilities — Liabilities allowed — Revenue holding 
that these liabilities utilised by way of loans advanced and deposits 
in banks and for acquiring shares — * Holding these deposits and 
investments as debts secured on house property and therefore 
liable to be included in total wealth under clause (viii) of Section 
40(3) of Finance Act 1983 -^^^ribunal holding these assets not 
covered and as such addition made unjustified — Held, the view 
■‘i 
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taken by ^ Tribunal correct — Said amounts could not be 
assetted to wealth-tax. 

Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — Section 40 of Finance Act, 1983. 

FACTS 

The assesses, Ctuimpa Properties Ltd. were assessable to tax for the 
A.Ys. 1984-85 and 1985-86 u/s 40 of the Finance Act, 1983. The 
assesses, on the valuation dates, owned a house property at 36A, 
Shakespeare Saranf, Calcutta, and the value of the above property was 
to be assessed under the above section. The Assessing Officer determined 
the value of the house property on the basis of the ‘net maintainable 
rent’ under rule IBB of the Wealth-tax Rules, 1957. Before the Assessing 
Officer, the assessee claimed deduction of Rs.72,00(y- while working 
out the ‘net maintainable rent’. The said amount was payable to three 
lessees at the rate of Rs.2,00Q/- per month as per agreement under which 
these lessees permitted the assessee to let out the property at a higher 
rent. The WTO rejected the claim of the assessee and added Rs. 72,000 
while computing the value of the house property under rule IBB. The 
Tribunal, after considering the definition of ‘maintainable rent’ under 
rule IBB (2)(a) held that the amount o/Rs. 72,00Q/- was deductible while 
determining the net maintainable rent. The Assessing Officer also added 
Rs.5,13,566/- and Rs. 5,83,183/- respectively. In the net wealth of the 
assessee for the A.Ys. 1984-85 and 1985-86. The Assessing Officer 
found that the assessee had shown the above amounts of unpaid corporation 
taxes as liabilities In the balance sheet of the relevant period. According 
to the Assessing Officer, the amounts of unpaid corporation taxes were 
utilised by the assessee by way of loans and advances and deposits In 
banks as also for acquiring shares. That Wealth-tax Officer held said 
deposits and Investments were debts secured on house property and 
therefore, liable to be Included in the totaL wealth of the assessee. The 
Tribunal found that the Assessing Officer had duly allowed deduction 
of unpaid corporation taxes as liabilities. It further held that the assessee 
might have utilised some funds for acquiring assets which would not 
have been available If the liability to house tax had been discharged. 
But the undischarged liabilities towards municipal taxes could not be 
treated as a debt secured on one or more assets taxable under clause 
(vlll) of sub-section (3) of section 40 of the Finance Act, 1983. It 
accordingly held that the assets mentioned by the Assessing Officer like 
advances to parties, shares or deposits In bank etc. were clearly not 
covered by clauses (b) to (vll) of the aforesaid sub-section (3). Therefore, 
the addition made by the Assessing Officer was unjustified. 

DECISION 

The l-k>n*ble Court held that so far as first question Is concerned, the finding 
of the Tribunal is that the revenue never disputed the genuineness of the 
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agreement dated 15.6.1971, by and between the assessee and the three 
lessees. It was also not In dispute that the agreement has been acted upon. 
Having regard to the aforesaid findings of the Tribunal which have not been 
challenged, the conclusion Is Inevitable that the WTO was not justified in 
adding the sum of Rs.72,000A In determining the ‘net maintainable rent’ 
under rule IBB. As regards the second question, the Assessing Officer 
allowed deduction of unpaid corporation taxes as liabilities. It is nobody's 
c a s e that such liabilities are not deductible. It may be that the assessee, 
by not discharging the liabilities, could have some funds for acquiring the 
assets, but, by no stretch of imagination, can it be said that undischarged 
liabilities towards municipal taxes can be treated as a debt secured on one 
or more assets taxable under clause (viii) of sub-section (3) of section 40 
of the Finance Act, 1983. None of the clauses (i) to (vii) is applicable to 
the facts of this case. The assessee has not, by reason of not paying the 
taxes acquired any asset by any debt secured on any one or more of the 
assets referred to in clauses (!) to (viii). 

Full text of the Judgment Is given below ; 

JUDGMENT 

(A.K. Sengupta, J.) 

In this reference under section 27(1) of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (‘the Act') 
for the assessment years 1984-85 and 1985-86, the following questions 
of law have been referred to this Court; 

“1. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the 
Tribunal was right In law In upholding the deduction of Rs.72,000 
In computing the net maintainable rent under rule IBB of the 
Wealthrtax Rules, 1957? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in law in holding that Rs.5, 13,566 and 
Rs.5,88,138 could not be assessed to the wealth-tax under sub- 
section (3) of section 40 of the Finance Act, 1983, in the 
assessment years 1984-85 and 1985-86 respectively? 

The facts leading to this reference are that the assessee, Chzimpa Properties 
Ltd., were assessable to tax for the assessment years 1984-85 and 
1985-86 under section 40 of the Rnance Act, 1983. The assessee, on 
'4sa.M?ijia!Lton dates, owned a house property at 36A, Shakespeare Saranl, 
CsAcuWa and 'dve viwie o\ ■sJoove property was to be assessed under the 
above section. The Assessing Officer determined the value of the house 
property on the basis of the ‘net maintainable rent’ under rule IBB of 
the Wealth-tax Rules, 1957 (‘the Rules’). 

Before the Assessing Officer, the assessee claimed deduction of Rs.72,000 
while working out the ‘net maintainable rent’. The amount was payable 
to three lessees at the rate of Rs. 2,000 per month as per agreement under 
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which these lessees permitted ttie assessee, to let out the property at a 
higher rent. The WTO rejected the claim of the assessee and added 
Rs. 72,000/> while computing the value of the house property under rule 
IBB. 

The assessee, being aggrieved, challenged the above addition before 
Commissioner (Appeals) and contended that similar additions of Rs.72,0(k) 
made under the Income-tax Act, 1961, for the assessment years 
1977-78 to 1980-81, Were deleted in appeal. The Commissioner (Appe^ds) 
directed that deduction as claimed by the assessee should be granted in 
line with the relief granted in the income-tax case. He directed the WTO 
to revalue the property according to the correct procedure. 

The revenue challenged the above direction of the Commissioner (Appeal^ 
before the T rlbunal. The T ribunal found that the premises at 36A, Shakespeare 
Saranl, Calcutta were let out to three persons (‘the lessees') at a certain 
rent for 20 years from 1.8.1966. Later on, the assessee-company was 
able to secure higher rent and, therefore, agreements were arrived at 
between the assessee and the lessees to share the higher receivable rent. 
The lessees under the agreements permitted the assessee to let out the house 
property at a higher rent subject to payment of Rs.2000 per month to 
each of the lessees. On account of the at>ove, a sum of Rs. 72,000 payable 
to the lessees was deducted from the gross receivable rent while-declaring 
income of the house property In question. 

The Assessing Officer, under the Income-tax Act, treated Rs. 72,000 as 
‘application of income’ and, therefore, not deductible in determining the 
annual letting value of the property under sections 22 and 23 of the Income- 
tax Act. However, on appeal, the Tribunal, in the assessee’s case for the 
assessment years 1982-83 and 1983-84 as per order dated 1.1.1988, 
deleted the addition. 

The Tribunal, while hearing the appeal under the Act, followed the order 
dated 7. 1. 1988 and upheld the orders of the Commissioner (Appeals). The 
Tribunal after considering the definition of ‘maintainable rent' under rule 
lBB(2)(a) held that the amount of Rs.72,000 was deductible while deter- 
mining the net maintainable rent. 

The Assessing Officer also added Rs. 5,13,566 and Rs.5,83,183 respec- 
tively in the net wealth of the assessee for the assessment years 1984-85 

and 1985-86. The Assessing Officer found that the assesses had shown 
the above amounts of unpaid corporation taxes as liabilities in the balance 
sheet of the relevant period. According to the Assessing Officer , the amounts 
of unpaid corporation taxes were utilised by the assessee by way of loans 
and advances and deposits in banks as also for acquiring shares. The said 
deposits and investments were debts secured on house property and, 
therefore, liable to be included In the total wealth of the assessee. On 
appeal, the addition made was deleted by the Commissioner (Appealed. 
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The revenue challenged die deletion of the amounts In appeal before tiie 
Tribunal. The Tribunal found that the Assessing Officer had duly allowed 
deduction of unpaid corporation taxes as liabilities. It further held that die 
a,y^€€flg might have utilised some funds for acquiring assets which would 
not have been available if the liability to tax had been discharged. But 
the undischarged liabilities towards municipal taxes could not be treated 
as a debt secured on one or more assets taxable under clause (vill) of sub- 
section (3) of section 40 of the Finance Act, 1983. It accordingly held 
that the assets mentioned by the Assessing Officer like advances to parties, 
shares or deposits In banks etc. were clearly not covered by clauses fl) 
to (vi) of the aforesaid sub-section (3). The Tribunal, accordingly, held that 
one of the clauses (i) to (viii) was applicable to the facts of the case and, 
therefore, the addition made by the Assessing Officer was unjustified. The 
addition was rightly deleted by the Commissioner (Appeals). With the above 
observations, the Tribunal upheld the action of the Commissioner (Appeals) 
deleting the addition of Rs. 5,13,565 and Rs. 5, 83, 183 for the assessment 
years 1984-85 and 1985-86, respectively. 

So far as the first question is concerned, the finding of the Tribunal is that 
the revenue never disputed the genuineness of the agreement dated 1 5.6 . 197 1 , 
by and between the assessee and the three lessees. It was also not in dispute 
that the agreement has been acted upon. The Tribunal, in its order for 
the assessment years 1982-83 and 1983-84 in the Income-tax appeal, 
observed as follows ; 

“In the instant case, the lease rent payable as per original agreement 
dated 6.5.1966, as modified by deed dated 16.9.1966, by each of the 
three lessees at Rs. 1,000 per month has been deducted by the Income- 
tax Officer in computing the disallowance of Rs.72,000 by deducting 
Rs. 1,000 from the sum payable of Rs.3,000 as fixed In the agreement 
dated 15.6.1971, entered into by the assessee with each of the three 
partnership firms i.e. Rs.3,000 - Rs. 1,000 « 2,000 x 3 x 12 - 
Rs. 72,000. He considered the extra sum paid Rs.2000 to each of 
the three lessees as 'an application of income’ on the ground that the 
same was paid after the income was earned by the assessee. In fact 
before the agreement with the Government of India for renting out the 
entire premises was executed, the assessee entered Into three separate 
agreements with the lessees for obtaining vacant possession of the 
building In order to fetch higher rental Income from the tenant, i.e. 
the Department of Rehabilitation Branch Secretariat, Government of 
India. The agreement dated 1 5.6. 197 1, which the assessee entered into 
with each of the three lessees has not been found sham or ingenulne 
by the authorities below. That being so, we hold that the Income-tax 
Officer was not Justified in inclu^g Rs.72,000 to the assessee’s house 
property income as, in our opinion, the said sum did not form part 
of the assessee’s income by virtue of the agreements entered into by 
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the assesses with each of the three lessees, dated 15.6.1971. 

accordingly, uphold the Ccxnmissloner of Income-tax (Appeals)’s <xrder 

for each of the assessment years under appeal and dismiss the depart- 
mental appeals." 

In our view, having regard to the aforesaid findings of the Tribunal which 
have not been challenged, the conclusion is Inevitable that the WTO was 
not Justified In adding the sum of Rs.72,000 In determining the ‘net 
maintainable rent' under rule IBB. 

We, therefore, eunswer the first question in the affirmative and in favour 
of the assesses. 

We now turn to the second question. 

Section 40 of the Finance Act has revived, In a limited way, the levy of 
wealth-tax on companies which was suspended by the Finance Act, 1960. 

For the purposes of determining the net wealth of the Company, the value 
of only the following assets will be taken into account, namely ; 

(1) gold, silver, platinum or any other precious metal or any alloy 
containing one or more of such precious metals ; 

(li) precious or semi-precious stones whether or not set in any furniture, 

utensil or other article or worked or sewn into any wearing apparel; 

(Hi) ornaments made of gold, silver, platinum or any other precious 
metal or any alloy containing one or more of such precious metals 
whether or not containing any precious or semi-precious stone, 
and whether or not worked or sewn into any wearing apparel; 

(iv) utensils made of gold, silver, platinum or any other precious metal 
or any alloy containing one or more of such precious metals ; 

(v) bnd other than agricultiural land ; 

(vi) building or land apputenant thereto, other than building or part 
therof used by the assessee as factory, godown, warehouse, hotel 
or office for the purposes of its business or as residential accom- 
modation for its employees whose income (exclusive of the value 
of all benefits or ameneties not provided for by way of monetary 
payment) chargeable under the head 'Salaries’ does not exceed 
Rs. 18,000 or as a hospital, creche, school, canteen, library, 
recreational centre, shelter, rest room mainly for the welfare of 
such employees and the land appurtenant thereto ; 

(vli) motor cars ; and 

(viil) emy other asset which is acquired or represented by a debt secured 
on any one or more of the assets referred to in clauses (i) to (\^1) 
above. 

To illustrate, if a company has obtained a loan on the security of gold owned 
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by It and has acquired, with the amount of the loan, shares in any other 
company, the value of such shares would be liable to wealth-tax In the 
assessment of the company. 

* In the instant case, the Assessing Officer allowed deduction of unpaid 
corporation taxes as liabilities. It is nobody’s case that such liabilities are 
not deductible. The assessee is entitled to get the deduction of liabilities 
of corporation teixes even though unpaid as these are liabliities on the 
respective valuation dates. It may be that the assessee, by not discharging 
the liabilities, could have some funds for acquiring the assets, but, by no 
stretch of Imagination, can it be said that undischarged llablliUes towards 
municipal taxes can be treated as debt secured on one or more assets taxable 
under clause (viii) of sub-section (3) of section 40 of the Finance Act, 1983. 
None of the clauses (i) to (vli) Is applicable to the facts of this case. The 
assessee has not by reason of not paying the taxes, acquired any asset by 
any debt secured on any one or more of the asseets referred to in clauses 
(!) to (vli). 

The assessee, no doubt, made provision for taxes and might have utilised 
the funds for acquiring other assets which, if the liability to tax were 
discharges, was not available to the assessee, but those assets are shown 
in the balance sheet. In the anncxure, only assets mentioned in sub-section 
(3) are chargable to wealth-tax. It appears that the WTO made addition 
under clause (vlli) of sub-section (3) which is as under ; 

“(viil) any other asset which is acquired or represented by a debt secured 

on any one or more of the assets referred to in clause (i) to clause (vii)." 

Thus, provison for undischarged liabilities towards municipal taxes was 
treated as a debt secured on one or more assets referred to in clauses (i) 
to (vii). But the assets mentioned by the WTO like advances to parties, shares 
or deposits in banks are clearly not covered by clauses (i) to (vii) of sub- 
scctionn (3). That apart, provison for unpaid disputed liability cannot be 
treated as a debt secured on any asset of the company. Municipal liability 
was admitted to be a debt incurred in relation to the house properties 
brought to charge as assets. 

For the reasons aforesaid, the second question is answered in the affirmaUve 
and in favour of the assessee. There will be no order as to costs. 

Shyamal K. Sen, J. — 1 ^gree. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon’ble Mr. Justice Suhas Chandra Sen & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Bhagabatl Prasad Banetjee) 

IT Reference No. 600 of 1979 
Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Jiyajeerao Cotton Mills Ltd. 

For the Appellant A.C. Moitra & R.C. Prosad 

For the Respondent Dr. D. Pal. J.P. Khaitan, 

R.N. Bajorla and A.K. Dey 

Decided on 25-1-1990 

DEDUCTIONS — Assessee claiming relief u/e 80-1 In respect ot 
its unit engaged in priority industry — ITO deducting propotionate 
managing agency commission from profits before working out 
relief u/s 80-1 — Held, proportionate manging agency commission 
could be deducted in computing profits and gains attributable to 
priority industry for granting deduction u/s 80-1. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 80-1. 

FACTS 

TheA.Ys. Involved are 1968-69 and 1969-70. The asse$see claimed relief 
u/s 80-1 of the Income-tax Act In respect of Its unit, Sourastra Chemicals. 
There is no dispute that the aforesaid unit had been engaged In a priority 
Industry and the assessee was entitled to relief u/s 80-1 In respect thereof. 
For the A. Y, 1 968-69 the assessee company started Its computation with 
reference to the loss of Rs.19,17 ,512/- as per profit and loss account 
und net profit was computed at R$. 26,31,123/- and 8% thereof was 
worked out to Rs. 2,10,489/-. The profit as per profit and loss account 
for the A.Y. 1969-70 was Rs.75,75,429/-, net profit loas computed at 
Rs. 98, 75, 356/- and 8% thereof was worked out to Rs.7, 50,023/-. The 
assesseee arrived ot net profit for the A. Vs. 1968-69 and 1969-70 for 
the purpose of section 80-1 after deducting proportionate managing 
agency commislon of Rs.1,85,061/- and Rs.5,89,130/- respectively. 
Development rebates ofRs.20, 79.00C/-and Rs.3,57,600/- for the respective 
two A.Ys. were added to the profits disclosed as per profit and loss 
account or deducted from the loss as per profit and loss account. The 
ITO computed the profit for the two A.Ys. at Rs. 9,79,120/- and 
Rs.86,580/- respectively. The ITO allowed the assessee in regard to the 
deduction of proportionate manging remuneration for the purpose of 
section 80-1 but unlike the assessee he deducted the development rebate 
for finding out the net profit In order to compute the relief u/s 80-1. 
The ACC expressed Inability to accede to the assessee’s submission. 
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According to him, the profit and gains of a priority Industry for the 
purpose of section 80-1 should be computed after taking Into account 
the deductions specified in sections 28 to 44 and as the ITO had actually 
done so, he refused to Interfere with the matter. The assessee also 
contended before the Tribunal that though It had deducted proportionate 
managing agency remuneration In its computation for the assessment 
years 1968-69 and 1969-70, the ITO should have applied the proper 
law following the decision of the Supreme Court In CIT vs. C. Parakh 
& Co. (India) (1956) 29 ITR 661. The Tribunal held that the assessee 
should be entitled to further relief u/s 80-1 In respect of proportionate 
manging agency commission of Rs. 1,85,061/- and Rs. 5, 89, ISO/-. For 
attaining this relief, the Tribunal was In completer agreement with the 
contention taken up by the learned counsel for the assessee who relied 
on the decisions of the Supreme Court In CIT vs. C. Parakh & Co. 
(India) Ltd. (1956) 29 ITR 661 and CIT vs. Maharashtra Sugar Mills 
Ltd. (1971) 82 ITR 452. It Is now well settled that the Income-tax 
authorities must not deduct propotlonate managing agency commission 
while computing Income of a branch. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that the principles laid down by the Supreme Court 
in the aforesaid cases clearly apply to the facts of the instant case. It Is 
not the case of the revenue that various units of business carried on by 
the assessee independently are separate business concerns. The assessee 
had relied on the aforesaid Judgments of the Supreme Court before the 
Tribunal. No attempt was made to distinguish these judgments on the ground 
that the business carried on by the assessee were separate and independent 
transactions. In view of the principles laid down by the Supreme Court 
in the aforesaid two judgments both the questions are answered In the 
negative and in favour of the assessee. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. C. Parakh & Co. (India) Ltd. (1956) 29 ITR 661 (SQ 

2. CIT vs. Maharashtra Sugar Mills Ltd. (1971) Taxation XXXI (1) 260 
(Sq (1971) 82 ITR 452 (SQ. 

Full text of the Judgment ia given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(S.C. Sen, J.) 

The Tribunal has referred the following questions of law to this Court under 
Section 256(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’). 

‘^1. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal misdirected ItselUn holding that the assessee Is entitled 
to relief under section 80-1 in respect of proportionate managing 
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agency commission amounting to Rs. 1,85,061 for the assessment 
year 1968^9? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was right in law in holding that retief/deduction under 
section 80-1 shotdd be allowed with reference to the profit and 
gains from priority industry without deducting proportionate 
managing agency commission therefrom? 

3. Whether, on ^he facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal wasip^iin law in holding that for the purpose of allowing 
deduction or relief under section 80-1 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
commercial or accounting profits should be taken to be Oie actual 
profits? 

4. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal having held that the accounting profits as worked out by 
the assessee should be the commercial profits for the purpose of 
section 80-1 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, the conclusion of the 
Tribunal that the assessee is entitled to additional deduction under 
section 80-1 of the said Act in respect of the proportionate 
managing agency commission that had been allowed as deduction 
in computing the business income if the assessee is unreasonable 
and/or perverse?" 

The assessment years involved are 1968-69 and 1969-70. The acconting 
period arc years ended on 31.3.1968 and 31.3.1969, respectively. 

In the statement of the case the Tribunal has also mentioned three other 
questions in paragraph 4 as to have been directed to be referred in Matter 
No. 189 of 1978. But it appears in the order passed by this Court that 
the Rule was issued only in respect of the question which has been referred 
hereinabove and the Rule was made absolute with regard to that question 
in a proceeding under section 256 (2). 

It appears from the records of section 256(2) proceedings, being Matter 
No. 189 of 1978, that a Rule was issued in respect of all the four questions 
by the revenue by order dated 18.9.1978. Ultimately when the case was 
taken up for final hearing the Rule was made absolute only on question 
No.l which has been set out hereinabove. Rule in respect of all other 
questions was discharged. 

The facts out of which the controversy arose have been stated by the Trlbuned 
as under ; 

"The assessee claimed relief under section 80-1 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 in respect of its unit Sourastra Chemicals. There is no dispute 
that the aforesaid unit had been engaged in a priority Industry and the 
assessee was entitled to relief under section 80-1 in respect thereof. 
The assessee submitted to the ITO Its cc»mputation of relief under section 



448 


TAXATION - REPORTS 


IV0LI26 


80'I and the amount of relief claimed was Rs. 2,10,489 and 
Rs. 7,90,028 for the assessment years 1968-69 and 1969-70, respec- 
tively. For the assessment year 1968-69 the assessee company staurted 
its computation with reference to the loss of Rs. 19,17,512 as per profit 
and loss account and net profit was computed at Rs. 26,31,123 and 
8 per cent thereof was worked out to Rs.2, 10,489. The profit as per 
profit and loss account for the assessment year 1969-70 was 
Rs. 75,75,429, net profit was computed at Rs.98,75,356 and 8 per 
cent thereof was worked out to Rs.7, 50,023. The assessee arrived 
at net profit for the assessment years 1968-69 and 1969-70 for the 
purpose of section 80-1 after deducting proportionate managing agency 
commission of Rs. 1,85, 061 and Rs.5,89,130 respectively. Develop- 
- ment rebates of Rs.20, 79,000 and Rs.3, 57,600 for the respective two 
assessment years were added to the profits disclosed as per profit and 
> loss account or deducted from the loss as per profit and loss account. 
Similarly, in working out the profit for purpose of section 80-1 the 
assessee added the interest paid to head office or deducted from the 
loss as per profit and loss account of such interest paid to head office. 
Interest paid to head office was Rs.25, 12,850 and Rs. 21,83,355 for 
the assessment years 1968-69 and 1969-70 respectively. 

The ITO, on the other hand, computed the profit for the two assessment 
years at Rs. 9,79,120 and Rs. 86,580 respectively. Relief was worked 
out by applying 8 per cent of the aforesaid amount of net profit for 
each of the assessment years. He took net profit as per profit and 
loss account for the respective assessment years at Rs.5,95,338 and 
Rs. 97,63,784. The ITO allowed the assessee in regard to the deduction 
of proportionate managing remuneration for the purpose of section 
80-1 but unlike the assessee he deducted the development rebate for 
finding out the net profit in order to compute the relief under section 
80-1. There was slight difference In ITO’s computation of development 
rebate allowable to the assessee. These figures for the respective 
assessment years were Rs. 20,79,082 and Rs. 8,57,613. In this regard 
it may be mentioned that the assessee credited development rebate 
reserve by debiting the profit and loss account with amount equivalent 
to development rebate. 

Being aggrieved, the assessee appealed before the AAC and contended 
before him that the deduction under section 80-1 should have been 
allowed with reference to the profit and gains from the priority Industry 
without deducting development rebate and proportionate managing 
agency commission from the same. It was submitted that the deduction 
had to be worked out on the profit and gains of the priority industry 
and not on the assessable income. In regard to the development rebate 
It was the assessee’s case thatrextra benefit or incentive to the assessee 
diould not be treated as an expenditure necessary for working out the 
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iKofttsand similarly pioportlonata managing agencj^remuneridiondiould 
not ^so have been dented. The AAC expressed inai^ly to accede 
to the assessee's submission. According to him, the profit and gafais 
of a priority Industry for the purpose section 80* 1 should be computed 
after taking into account the deductions specified in sections 28 to 44 
and as the ITO had actually done so he refused to, Interfere with the 
matter. The assessee felt aggrieved the AAC's decision and prefenred 
appeals before the Appellate Tribunal. 

Before the Tribunal the assessee objected to the decision taken by the 
AAC on the ground that development rebate was not normal business 
expenditure but a benefit extended to the assessee only on fulfilling 
pre-requisite conditions. According to the assessee, section 80-1 envisages 
relief as an encouragement to tfte companies engaged in priority 
industries under certain specified conditions. It was contended that the 
profit and gairts attributable to a priority Industry need not be computed 
after allowing all the deductions admissible In computing the business 
Income under sections 30 to 43 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. The 
assessee also contended before the Tribunal that though It had deducted 
proportionate managing agency remuneration In its computation for 
the assessment years 1968-69 and 1969-70, the ITO should have 
applied the proper law following the decisions of the Supreme Court 
In CIT V. C. Parafch & Co. (India) Ltd. (1956) 29 ITR 661 and OT 
vs. Maharashtra Sugar Mills Ltd. (1971) 82 ITR 452". 

The Tribunal held ; 

"After going through the authorities cited before us and considering 
all the rival submissions on the basis of the facts and circumstances 
of the case, we are of the'oplnlon that the assessee should be entitled 
to further relief under section 80-1 in respect of proportionate managing 
agency commission of Rs. 1 ,85,061 and Rs.5,89, 1 30 for the asses^ent 
years 1968-69 and 1969-70 respectlvdy. For attaining this relief, we 
are In complete agreement with the contention taken up by the teamed 
counsel for the assessee who relied on the decisions of the Supreme 
Court In CIT vs. C. Parakh & Co. (India) Ltd. (1956) 29 ITR 661 
and CIT vs. Maharashtra Sugar Mills Ltd. (1971) 82 ITR 452. It is 
now well-settled that the income-tax authorities must not deduct 
proportionate managing agency commission while computing income 
of a branch. In other words, managing agency commission payable 
by a company to its managing agents related to the finally determined" 
profits of the company. In the instant case before us the assessee- 
company paid managing agency commission to Birla Gwalior Ltd. The 
assessee might have debited such proportionate managing agency 
ccxnmlssion in the accounts of its different units. But this would not 
in our opinion prevent the assessee from availing of the benefit uhich 
is otherwise due to it under the law. Therefore, we direct tire ITO to 
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revise his orders for the aforesaid two assessment years, I.e. 1968-69 
and 1969-70 by allowing additional deduction under section 80-1 in 
respect of the proportionate managing agency commission to the 

asscssee”. 

Section 80 Is one of the sections In Chapter VIA of the Act. The scheme 
of the Act is that the total income of an assessee is first to be computed 
In accordance with the provisions of the Act after arriving at the gross total 
Income. The deductions mentioned In the sections In Chapter VIA are 
to be zdlowed for the purpose of finding out the total income of an eissessee 
No deductions are to be made under any of dtese sections included In Chapter 
VIA at the tli^ie of computation of the total Income. Sectloii 80-1, clause 
(1) provided as follows ; 

"The company to which this section applies, where the gross total income 
Includes any profits and gains attributable to any priority Industry, there 
shall be allowed, in accordance with and subject to the provisions of 
this section, a deduction from such profits and gains of an amount equal 
to eight per cent thereof, In computing the total Income of the company. " 

There is no dispute in this case that only such amount of the profits and 
gains attributable to any priority industry which has been included in the 
gross profit will qualify for exemption under section 80-1. The only dispute, 
however, Is how to compute ‘profits and gains atMbutable to any priority 
Industry'. 

It is the contention of the revenue that profits and gains of priority Industry 
must be profits and gains after deduction of all expenditures. This proposition 
cannot be disputed. There are many expenditures of the company which 
are not only in respect of priority industry but also in respect of other 
Industries under the management of the company. One of such expenditure 
is the payment made to the managing agents. The revenue’s contention 
Is that the proportionate Income of the managing agency by way of 
commission must be deducted from the profits of the priority industry to 
find out the profits and gains of priority industry for the purpose of 
computation of relief under section 80-1. That raises the question : What 
is the profit .^nd gain attributable to any priority industry? 

In this connection the two Judgements of the Supreme Court on which 
reliance has been placed by the Tribuhal are instructive. The first Judgment 
is in the case of CIT vs. C. Parakh & Co. Limited (1956) 29 ITR 661. 
This Judgment relates to deductibility of commission of a portion of the 
managing agency commission from the business carried on the assessee. 
Inter a/la, in Pakistan for the purpose of computation of profits in Pakistan. 
There the assessee carried on some business at a numter of places. The 
net profits of the business had to be ascertained by putting together the 
profits of all the branches and deducting therefrom ell the expenses. The 
fact that some of the branches were in foreign territories did not make 
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any difference to the position because the assesses was an ordiruuy resident 
within the taxaUe territories*. The Supreme Court hdd that whether the 
assesses was entitled to a particular deduction or not would depend on the 
pro>rtslons of law relating thereto and not on die view which the assessee 
might take of Its rights. In that case the assessee company had its head 
office at Bombay and maintained a branch office at Karachi for [lurchasing 
cotton for shipment to Bombay or for export direct to other places. The 
managing agents of the assessee-company were entitled to a remuneratkm 
of 20 per cent of the net annual profits of the assessee'company. The 
assessee had apportioned the managing agency commission and debited 
the proportionate amount in the respective profits and loss accounts for 
the Bombay head office and the Karachi Branch. In computing the Paklrtanl 
income of the assessee for the purpose of double taxation relief, the ITO 
deducted from the income of the Karachi Branch the proportionate managing 
agency commission. The AAC confirmed the order. But Uie Tribunal and 
the High Court on a reference held that the managing agency commission 
in its entirety should be debited to the Bombay Branch. It was held by 
the Supreme Court that the profits earned in India and Karachi were to 
be thrown together and the expenses including the managing ageru:y 
commission deducted therefrom and, therefore, the assessee- company was 
entitled to deduct the entire commission against the Indian profits. The 
Supreme Court further held that the appropriation of the proportionate 
commission in respect of profit earned at Karachi was not in accordance 
with the agreement or with the rights of the assessee under the law. It 
was observed by Venkatarama, J. : 

“Under that agreement, the managing agents are entitled to a 20 per 
cent commission on the annual net profits of the company, and to 
ascertain those profits, one has to take into account the result of the 
trade in all its branches. In the present case, profits were earned durbfig 
the accounting period both in Bombay and in Karachi, and the 
apportionment of the commission between the two branches makes no 
material difference in the result. But it might happen that the Ixisiness 
at Bombay results in profit, while that at Karachi ends in loss. In that 
event, what the managing agents would be entitled to would be commission 
not on the profits made in Bombay but on the net profits after setting 
off the loss in the Karachi Branch against the promts of the Bombay 
business. And that would also be the position if the business at Bombay 
resulted in loss, while that at Karachi ended in profit. The appropriation, 
therefore of R$. 1,23,719 as proportioirate commission in respect of 
the profits of Rs.6,lS,S99 earned at Karachi in the profit and loss 
statement for the branch is not in accordance with the terms of the 
managing agency agreement, or with the rights of the respondent under 
the law.** (p. 666) 

in the recent case CIT vs. Maharashtra Sugar Mills Ltd. (1971) 82 TTR 
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452 (SC) the assessee-company owned extensive lands on udilch It fprew 
sugarcane and used the sugarcane for manufacture of sugar bi Its factory. 
The Tribunal found that the cultivation of sugarcane and the manufacture 
of sugar by the assessee constituted one single and IndlvlsIUe business. The 
question was whether a part of the managing agency commission paid by 
the company could be allowed on the ground that the part related to the 
management of sugarcane cultivation income from which was exempted 
from tax as agricultural Income. It was held by the Supreme Court that 
the entire managing agency commission was laid out or expended for die 
purpose of business carried on by the assessee and was allowable under 
section 10(2) (xv) of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922. The fact that the 
income from a part of the business was not exigible to tax under the Act 
was not a relevant circumstance. The Supreme Court pointed out that 
equitable consideration was wholly out of place in. construing the provisions 
of a taxing statute. If the allowance claimed is permissible under the Act, 
then the same has to be deducted from the profits. 

The principles laid down by the Supreme 0>urt in the aforesaid cases clearly 
apply to the facts of the instant case. It is not the case of the revenue 
that various units of business carried on by the assessee independently are 
separate business concerns. The assessee had relied on the aforesaid 
Judgments of the Supreme Court before the Tribunal. No attempt was made 
to distinguish these Judgments on the ground that the business carried on 
by the assessee were separate and independent transactions. 

In view of the principles laid down by the Supreme Court in the aforesaid 
two Judgments, both the questions are answered in the negative and in favour 
of the assessee. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Banerjee, J. I agree. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 452 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ajit Kumar Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen) 

PMAT No. 1675 of 1989 
Smt. Uma Devi Jhawar 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 

For the Appellant A.K. Dey 

For the Respondent R.C. Prosad 

Decided on 23-12-1992 

REASSESSMENT — Aeeeseec purchasing piece ot land and 
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constnictlng a house diexeon — During the course of assessment 
assessee dlsclosli^ the fact of imrchase and construction — Bo<du 
of acounts maintained for cost of construction supported by 
vouchers — Assessment completed — After completion of assese* 
ment, matter referred to Govt, valuer — Govt, valuer estimating 
cost at a higher value — Assessment reopened on the basis of 
valuer’s report Held, notice u/s 148 not a show cause notice 
•— Notice can be issued if all the C<mditlons precedent for assumption 
of jurisdiction satisfied — Accounts cannot be rejected without 
pointing out defects — Valuation Report not a basis of cost of 
construction Recorded reasons proposing reopening of assess^ 
ment sent to CIT are not prejudicial documents and assessee 
entitled to inspection — Issue of notice struck down. 

Incom-tax Act, 1961 — Section 147. 

FACTS 

Shortlif stated, the facts are that In the i^ar 1 964 the writ appellant 
purchased a piece of land at Calcutta for a consideration of Rs. 86,000. 
In Julp 1 966, the appellant started construction of a house thereon which 
was completed In October 1968. The said building was constructed at 
a total cost ofRs. 1,46,363.11 paid by the appellant In four years from 
1967-68, the appellant furnished details of the said cost of construction 
In each year and also filed a valuation report dated 21.11.1968 of J. 
Gangull & Co, Surveyor & Valuer. Jn this connection, the appellant 
also filed a letter dated 16.3.1972 explaining the cost of construction. 
By an order of assessment dated 23.3.1972 made u/s 143(3) of the Act 
the appellant was assessed for the said A.Y. 1967-68. On 31.3.1976, 
the appellant received a notice dated 31.3.1976 Issued u/s 148 for the 
A.Y. 1967-68 wherein the ITO alleged that. he had reason to believe 
that the Income of the appellant for the said A. Y. bad escaped assessment 
within the meaning of section 147 of the Act which he proposed to 
reassess.. The appellant by a letter dated 27.4.1976 protested against 
the said notice dated 31.3.1976 and required the ITO to disclose the 
reasons for the said notice. No reply was given by the ITO. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court considered the rival contentions. Notice u/s 148 Is 
not a show cause notice. Such a notice can be Issued only if the conditions 
precedent for assumption of Jurisdiction u/s 147(a) are satisfied. For 
invocation of Jurisdiction u/s 147(4). two conditions are to be satisfied, firstly, 
the ITO has reasons to believe that Income, profits or gains chatgeaUe 
to Income-tax have escaped assessment, arid secondly, he must have also 
reasons to believe that such escapement has occurred by reasons of either 
(0 omission or failure on the part of the assessee to make a return of his 
income u/s 139 or (il) omission or failure on the part of the assessee to 
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disclose fully and truly all material facts necessary for his assessment for 
that year. Both the conditions are conditions precedent to be cumidativety 
satisfied before the ITO could assume Jurisdiction to Issue notice u/s 148, 
read with section 147(a). When ttie validity of a notice Issued u/s 148 
is in challenge, it Is for the ITO to satisfy the Court that the aforesaid 
conditions have been satisfied. The expression 'reason to believe* means 
that there is a reason coupled with the belief. It Is, therefore, open to 
the Court to examine the question whether the reasons for the belief have 
a rational connection or a relevant bearing on the formation of belief and 
are not extraneous or Irrelevant to the purpose of Section 147 (a). 

The materials having a natural nexus to the formation of belief has to be 
disclosed by the ITO. The recorded reasons or materials or the letter of 
proposal sent by the ITO to the CIT are not privileged documents. There 
cannot be a ground for reopening the assessment holding that the assessee 
did not disclose the cost of construction or that the difference between the 
cost of construction shown by the assessee and subsequently estimated by 
the departmental valuer represents undisclosed Investment. This is not a 
case where a proceeding can be Initiated u/s 147(a). The ITO in assuming 
Jurisdiction did not have any prlma facie ground for thinking that there 
had been any non-disclosure of material facts. In any event valuation is 
always a question of opinion and unless there is a clear finding on the basis 
of the materials that the assessee invested in the construction of the house 
prop)erty more than what had been shown by her in course of the assessment 
proceedings, the ITO cannot proceed merely on the basis of the valuation 
report of the departmental valuer. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Congo Saran & Sons (P) Ltd. os. ITO /1981) Taxation 61 (3) 126, 
(1981) 130 ITR 1 (SC) 

2. Smt. Tarawati Debl Agarwal vs. ITO (1986) 162 ITR 606 (Cal) 

3. Raslklal Jivanlal Shah vs. ITO (1982) 133 ITR 476 (Cal) 

Full text of the Judgment is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

(A.K. Sengupta, J.) 

This appeal is directed against the Judgement and order dated 17.5.1989 
passed by the Court of the first instance on a writ petition filed by the 
appellant. In the said writ petition, Smt. Uma Devi Jhawar, the appellant/ 
writ petitioner challenged the validity of a notice dated 31.3.1976 Usued 
by the ITO, ‘K’ Ward Companies District-1, Calcutta, under section 148 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (‘the Act’) for the assessment year 1967-68. 
By the aforesaid Judgment and order dated 17.5. 1989 the said writ petition 
was dismissed. 
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Shortly stated, the facts are that In the year 1964 the writ appellant 
purchased a piece of land at No. 24B, Carcha Road, Calcuttafalso numbered 
as 51E, Gariahat Road, Calcutta) for a consideration of Rs.86,0Q0. In 
July 1966, the appellant started construction of a house thereon v^lch 
was completed In October 1968. The said building was constructed at a 
total cost of Rs.l, 46,363. 11 paid by the appellant In four years from 1967 
to 1970. 

In course of the assessment proceedings for the said assessment year 
1967-68, the appellant furnished details of the said cost of construction 
in each year and also filed a valuation report dated 21.11 .1968 of J. Ganguli 
& Co. Surveyor and Valuer. In this connection, the appelbnt also filed 
a letter dated 16.3.1972 explaining the cost of construction. 

By an order of assessment dated 23.3.1972 made under section 143(3) 
of the Act the appellant was assessed for the said assessment year 
1967-68 on a total Income of Rs. 13,670. 

In course of the said assessment proceedings the appellant disclosed the 
fact of purchase and construction of the said house property. It Is relevant 
to point out here that in the assessment for the assessment year 
1969-70, the ITO on the basis of valuation report dated 21.11.1968 
estimated the said cost of construction of the said house property and made 
an addition of Rs. 48,182. The said addition was deleted by the AAC 
by his order dated 17.10.1973. The department preferred appeal to the 
Tribunal. The Tribunal by its order dated 26.3.1975 dismissed the said 
appeal of the department and held. Inter alia, that before the ITO books 
of account maintained for the construction and other details supported by 
vouchers were produced. The ITO had not pointed out any defect in the 
accounts or bills produced. Hence, the said accounts could not be rejected. 
In the circumstances, the appeal was dismissed. 

On 31.3.1976, the appellant received from the respondent No.2 (ITO) a 
notice dated 31.3. 1976 issued by him under section 148 for the assessment 
year 1967-68 wherein the respondent No.2 alleged that he had reason 
to believe that the Income of the appellant for the said assessment year 
had escaped assessment within the meaning of section 147 of the Act which 
he proposed to reassess and, hence, required the appellant to file return 
for the said assessment year. It was alleged that the said notice was Issued 
after obtaining the satisfaction of the respondent No.3 (Commissioner, West 
Bengal XII, (Calcutta). 

The appellant by a letter dated 27.4.1976 protested against the said notice 
dated 31.3.1976 and required the ITO to disclose the reasons for ttie said 
notice. No reply was given by the ITO. 

On 25.5.1976, the writ petition herein was moved challenging the legality 
and validity of the said notice dated 31.3. 1976, when a rule nisi and interim 
order was granted by this Court. 
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The writ petition came up for hearing In May 1989 before the Court of 
the first Instance when, It appears, no one appeared for the respondents, 
no affidavit on behalf of the respondents was filed and no records were 
produced. In the aforesaid circumstances, the hearing was concluded and 
the matter was posted for Judgment on 17.5.1989. 

On 17.5.1989, the respondents appeared before the Court of tire first 
Instance and produced some records and prayed for time to file affidavit 
In opposition, which was disallowed. No copy of the recorded reasons 
produced was given to the appellant nor the same were disclosed to the 
appellant's counsel. The learned Judge was pleased to go through the 
records produced by the respondents. The appellant’s counsel appearing 
was not called upon to make any submission with reference to the records 
produced by the respondents, in spite of request for the same made by 
the appellant’s counsel. 

The learned Judge by the Judgment and order dated 17.5.1989 dismissed 
the writ petition. 

The learned Judge was of the view that even the records produced do not 
contain any material so as to effectively help in the adjudication of the matter 
In dispute. 

Records produced showed that rea«>ns have been recorded that inasmuch 
as on a plot of land at 51/1 Garlahat Road, there was construction of a 
house during the financial years 1966-67 to 1968-69 and the assesses 
had disclosed the costs of construction thereof at Rs. 1 ,46,363. The Officer 
being Valuation Officer of the Income-tax Department had determined the 
cost of such construction at Rs. 2,84,000 and since there Is a gap of 
Rs. 1 ,37,637 and since there Is concealment of income, the ITO had reasons 
to believe that the income of Rs. 22,664 had escaped assessment for the 
year 1967-68. 

Thus, the Court was satisfied upon looking into the relcvamt files that the 
grievance of the appellant as to the issuance of the notice under section 
148 was not Justified. Sufficient opportunity was given to her to show 
cause pursuant to the said notice and the writ Court will not come to her 
aid and the appellant was not entitled to relief. The writ petition was without 
'merit and dismissed. 

Dr Pal, the learned Advocate appearing for the appellant, has contended 
that the judgment under appeal was made In gross violation of the principles 
of natural JustlCe4nasmuch as the Court of the first Instance looked into 
and considered the records produced by the respondents, only at the time 
of Judgement and not before, without allowing the petitioner a copy thereof 
or Inspection thereof or any opportunity to make its submissions on the 
said records or alleged recorded reasons. 

I 

It is his contention that the learned Judge should not have considered the 
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said records without allowing ttie petitioner an opportunity to make her 
submissions. It is the contention of Dr. Pal that Inasmuch as the writ 
petitioner was not allowed to make submission with reference to the records, 
the attention of the Court could not be drawn to the order of the Tribunal 
dated 25.3.1975 which was part of the writ petition. It Is contended diat 
the findings contained in the said order of the Tribunal would go to show 
that all material and primary facts, relating to the construction of the said 
house were disclosed fully and truly by the assessee in course of the original 
assessment proceedings. 

Dr. Pal has also assailed the judgment under appeal contending that the 
learned Judge failed to appreciate that a notice under section 148 was a 
jurisdictional notice and not a show-cause notice. Dr. Pal further contended 
that inasmuch as the learned Judge did not hold that on the basis of the 
recorded reasons produced by the respondents, a responsible belief under 
section 147(a) could be formed and conditions for the formation of the 
requisite belief existed and were satisfied, the C^urt of the first instance 
should have held that the impugned notice was without jurisdiction and was 
illegal. 

He has also contended that excepting producing the recorded reasons the 
respondents did not satisfy the Court that the conditions laid down in section 
151(2) of the Act regarding the approval of the Commissioner had been 
satisfied. Dr. Pal has relied on several decisions in support of his contentions 
to which we shall presently refer. 

On the other hand, the contentions of the learned Advocate for the Revenue 
Is that the learned Judge came to a correct finding on the basis of the material 
In possession of the Assessing Officer. It has not been seriously disputed 
that the inspection of the records which were considered by the learned 
Judge was not given to the learned Advocate for the appellant. 

We have considered the rival contentions. Notice under section 148 Is 
not a show-cause notice. Such a notice can be issued only if the conditions 
precedent for assumption of jurisdiction under section 147(a) are satisfied. 
For Invocation of jurisdiction under section 147(a), two conditions are to 
be satisfied; firstly, the ITO has reasons to believe that income, profits or 
gains chargeable to Income-tax have escaped assessment, and secondly, 
he must have also reasons to believe that such escapement has occurred 
by reasons of either (1) omission or failure on the part of the assessee to 
make a return of his Income under section 139 or (11) omission or failure 
on the part of the assessee to disclose fully and truly all material facts 
necessary for his assessment for that year. Both the conditions are conditions 
precedent to be cumulatively satisfled before the ITO could assume juris- 
diction to issue notice under section 148, read with section 147(a}. Thus, 
if either of these two conditions is not fulfilled, the notice Issued by the 
Assessing Officer would be without jurisdiction. In our view, therefore, the 
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teamed Judge was not right In equating the notice under section 148 with 
a mere show-cause notice. 

When the validity of a notice issued under section 148 is in chaBenge, it 
is for the ITO to satisfy the Court that the aforesaid conditions have been 
satisfied. The expression, ‘reason to believe’ means that there is a reason 
coupled with the belief. It is, therefore, open to the Court to examine the 
question whether the reasons for the belief have a rational connection or 
a relevant bearing on the formation of belief and are not extraneous or 
Irrelevant to the purpose of section 147(a). The Supreme Court in Gango 
Saran & Sons (P) Ltd. us. ITO (1981) 130 ITR 1 has reiterated the principle 
that if there Is no rational and intelligible nexus between the rezisons and 
the belief, so that, on such reasons, no one properly instructed on facts 
and law could reasonably entertain the belief, the conclusion would be 
Inescapable that the ITO could not have reason to believe. In such a case, 
the notice issued by him would be liable to be struct down as invalid and 
without jurisdiction. The materials having a natural nexus to the formation 
of belief has to be disclosed by the ITO. 

He can do so by filing an affidavit. The mere disclosure of the belief In 
the affidavit filed by the Income-tax Officer without setting out any material 
on the basis of which the belief was arrived at is not sufficient. Where no 
affidavit is filed by the ITO, in spite of the opportunity given, the Court 
may direct production of the records containing materials to establish that 
there Is a direct nexus or live link between the materials and the formation 
3f his belief. If the Court allows the ITO to produce such records and the 
"ourt examines the materials to find whether there are tenable reasons, 
the Court must allow inspection of such records to the assessee. The recorded 
reasons or materials or the letter of proposal sent by the ITO to the 
Commissioner are not privileged documents. In our view, the learned Judge 
was not right in denying the Inspection of the records to the assessee. No 
itigant should have a feeling that the procedure adopted by the Court has 
denied him a reasonable opportunity of hearing. Unless a document is 
orivlleged, if Court looks Into such document for the purpose of deciding 
the merits of the respective contentions, inspection of such document cannot 
‘le withheld from the adversary. 

Let us now examine the merits of the contentions raised as to whether 
the ITO had Jurisdiction to initiate the proceedings under section 147(a). 
^s Indicated earlier, no affidavft-ln- opposition was filed by the ITO and, 
iccordlngly, no materials were disclosed. However, anafflda\^t-ln-opp03ltlon 
:o the stay application has been filed by the ITO, Ward 4(1) in the Appeal 
Court. In the said affldavit-ln-oppositlon In paragraph 5, the reasons 
ecorded by the ITO have been disclosed which are as follows: 

“On a plot of land at 51/E, Garlahat Rd. the assessee constructed a 

house during the financial years 1966-67 to 1968-69. The assessee 
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has disclosed the cost of construction at Rs. 1,46,363. The Valuation 
Officer, lncome*tzu( Department, has determined the cost of construction 
at Rs. 2,84,000. Thus, there is a gap of Rs. 1,37,637. This sum of 
Rs. 1,37,637 represented concealed income of the assessee. The cost 
of construction disclosed by the assessee for the previous year relevant 
to the assessment year 1967-68 is Rs. 24,100. Thus, the undisclosed 
income relating to the assessment year 1967-68 is Rupees 


21400 X 137637 
146363 


> or Rs. 22,664 


I have reasons to believe that the Income of Rs. 22,664 has escaped 
assessment for the assessment year 1967-68 owing to the failure of 
the assessee to disclose fully and truly all the material facts necessan, 
for her assessment. This income is sought to be assessed by taking action 
under section 147(a)." 

The only question is, therefore, whether on the basis of the materials sc 
disclosed can It be said that the ITO could have any reason to believe that 
by reason of any omission or failure on the part of the assessee to disclose 
any basic and primary fact relating to her assessment, any income chargeable 
to tax had escapeed assessment. It appears from th'e records that the Tribunal 
for the assessment year 1969-70 of the appellant/writ petitioner considered 
the question of the cost of construction of the house property in question. 
There the department preferred an appeal before the Tribunal against the 
order of the AAC deleting the addition of Rs. 48,162 made by the ITC 
as unexplained investment In the construction of house property. It appears 
from the order of the Tribunal that the assessee started construction c 
two storied building In July 1968 and it was completed in October 1968. 
The cost of construction was shown by the assessee at Rs. 1,46,363. Befon 
the ITO, the books of account maintained for the construction and the other 
details supported by voucher, were produced. A valuer's certificate was alsc 
filed who valued the property Including the outhouses which were ahead, 
existing at Rs. 1,94,545. The Tribunal held as follows: 

"The assessee has maintained books of account for the construction 
of the house property supported by bills and vouchers. The Income- 
tax Officer has not pointed out any defects in the maintenance c 
accounts, or in the bills produced. In the assessee 's valuer’s report the 
valuation of the outhouses amounting to Rs. 11,544 has been includet 
which cannot be taken into consideration for the purpose of cost c 
construction of the new building. Apart from that the valuer has value* 
the property in the month of November 1968. This would not indicate 
the correct valuation as the construction started in 1966. Hence, the 
valuer’s report does not reflect the correct valuation. Since the assessee 
maintained books of account with full details supported by voucher the 
Income-tax Officer cannot reject the same without pointing out an 
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defects. In the circumstances, the Appellate Assistant Commlsskmer 
was perfectly Justified In accepting the valuation shown by the assessee. 
We do not find any error In the order of the Appellate Assistant 
G>mmlssloner. Accordingly, we uphold the order of the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner". 

The departmental reference application against the said appellate order of 
the Tribunal was rejected by the Tribunal. The said findings of the Tribunal 
have become final and are binding on the respondents. The said decision 
of the Tribunal was arrived at prior to the Issue of the impugned notice 
under section 148 on 31-3-1976. In the face of the aforesaid findings and 
the order of the Tribunal, the ITO cannot have any basis to assure that 
the cost of construction was anything more than Rs. 1,46,363 and he could 
not have any reasons to believe that there was any omission or failure on 
the part of the petitioner to disclose fully or truly any matrlal facts necessary 
for the assessment. The valuation made by the departmental valuer could 
not be any lawful or relevant material on the basis whereof the respondent 
ITO could have any reasons to believe or could bona fide and lawfully believe 
that any income as regards the construction of the said house property 
had escaped assessment as alleged. The respondent ITO could not form 
the requisite belief under section 147(a) and had no Jurisdiction whatsoever 
to issue the Impugned notice and the purported proceedings under section 
148 is wholly without Jurisdiction and authority of law. 

In Smt. Tarawatl Debi Agarwal u. ITO (1986) 162 ITR 606 this Court 
held. Inter alia, that where yearwlse construction cost was reflected in the 
balance sheet, which was not disputed by the respondents, absence of details 
of expenses could not be a ground for reopening the assessment under 
section 147(a) charging the assessee with commission or failure to disclose 
fully and truly all material facts. There cannot be a ground for reopening 
the assessment holding that the assessee did not disclose the cost of 
construction or that the difference between the cost of construction shown 
by the assessee and subsequently estimated by the departmental valuer 
represents undisclosed investment. This is not a case where a proceeding 
can be initiated under section 147(a). The ITO in assuming jurisdiction did 
not have any prime facie ground for thinking that there had been any non- 
disclosure of material facts. In any event valuation is always a question of 
opinion and unless there is a clear binding on the basis of die materials 
that the assessee invested in the construction of the house property more 
than what had been shown by her in course of the assessment proceeding, 
the ITO cannot proceed merely on the basis of the vzduation report of the 
departmental valuer. 

Similar view has been taken by this Court in Raslklal Jloanlal Shah vs. 
ITO (1982) 133 ITR 476. 

For the reasons aforesaid, this appeal is allowed. The Judgment and order 
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under appeal Is set aside. Rule Is made absolute. Let appropriate writs be 
Issued. The Impugned notice and all proceedings are quashed. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Sen, J. — I agree. 

^peal allowed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 461 (Cal.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA 
(Before Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ajlt. K. Sengupta & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice J.N. Hore) 

IT Reference No. 102 of 1982 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Hayward Waldia Reflnery Ltd. 

For the Appellant S.K. MItra & R.C. Prasad 

For the Respondent R.N. Dutt 

Decided on 6-7-1992 

BUSINESS EXPENDITURE — Ugal charges paid by assesses for 
obtaining advice of Solicitor regarding dilution of shareholdings 
to give effect to provisions of FERA — Claiming expenditure as 
revenue expenditure — Further expenditure Incurred on presen- 
tation of wrist watches to selected employees — Also claiming 
the same as business expenditure — Assesses incurring expen- 
diture In connection with proceedings under the Act — ITO 
disallowing payment in excess of Rs. 5,000/- In view of provisions 
of section SOW — Held, expenditure regarding dilution of 
shareholdings a capital expenditure — > Expenditure incurred fai 
connection with the presents on wrist watches wholly and exclu- 
sively laid out for the purpose of business, hence allowable -> 
Expenditure not connected with advice in respect, of specified 
proceedings under the Act but general lii nature — Provisions of/ 
section SOW not applicable, hence allowid>le. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 37(1) and SOW. 

FACTS 

The first question relates to the assessee's claim for Rs. I2,00(y~ paid 
for obtaining the ad vice of the solicitors regarding dilution of Its 
shareholding In conformity with the provisions of the Foreign Exchange 
Regulation Act, 1973, Both the ITO and the AAC rejected the claim. 
The Tribunal, however, allowed the claim as a revenue expenditure 
deductible 37. The second dispute relotes to the assessee's claim 
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for Rs 24,000/- paid to Shrl V.S.K. Nadar for professional serolces 
rendered by him. The ITO disallowd the same on the ground that Shrl 
Nadar was a tax consultant of the company and, therefore, the payment 
fell within the provisions of section SOW of the Income-tax Act. He. 
therefore, allowed a sum ofRs. 5,000/- only under the relevant provisions 
of law. The last dispute relates to the assessee’s claim for Rs. 15,814 
on account of the price of wrist watches presented to Its employees. 
The ITO and the CTT (Aj confirmed the disallowance on the ground that 
the expenditure for presentation of wrist watches by way of gift to 
selected employees of the assesses could not be regarded to have been 
Incurred for the welfare of the employees and for the purpose of Its 
own business. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Court held that following the decision of this Court In Auery 
India Ltd. us. CIT (1993) 199 ITR 745, It was held that the expenditure, 
Irrespective of the requirement under the provisions of the Foreign Exchange 
Regulation, Act, Is for augmentation of the capital base of the company 
and is therefore, an expenditure of capital nature not allowable as deduction 
u/s 37. The first question was, therefore, answered in the negative and 
in favour of the revenue. As regards second question, the Tribunal has 
found as a fact that the remuneration In excess of Rs.5,000/- paid to Shri 
Nadar is not for any services rendered by him of the nature referred to 
in section SOW and the remuneration was paid by the assessee to Mr. 
Nadar in his capacity as a tax consultant or adviser for giving genera] advice 
In relation to taxation matters. This finding has gone unchallenged. 
Therefore, the second question was answered in the affirmative and in favour 
of the assessee. The third question is the finding of fact that the presentation 
of wrist watches was in the nature of an incentive to encourage the employees 
to attend to work punctually and was incurred also to keep the employees 
happy and to earn their goodwill towards the company as the employer, 
is not in dispute. In the face of the facts as found by the Tribunal, the 
contention of the revenue was not accepted that the expenditure on account 
of such presentation to the employees was not expenditure wholly and 
exclusively laid out for the purpose of its business. 

Case referred to : 

Avery India Ltd. vs. CIT (1993) 199 ITR 745 (CaD 

FuO text of the Judgment Is given below : 

JUDGMENT 

. (A.K. Sengupta, J.) 

In this reference under section 256(1} of the Income-tax Act, 1961 for the 
assessment year 1 977-78, the following questions of law have been referred 
to this Court : 
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"1. Whether, on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, ^ 
Tribunal is Justified in law in holding that the legal charges of 
Rs. 12,000 paid by the assessee for obtaining the advice of die 
solicitors regarding dilution of its shareholding in pursuance of 
the provisions of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1973, 
is a revenue expenditure under section 37 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961? 

2. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of die case, the 
Trlbunzd.is right in holding that the remuneration of Rs.24,000 
paid to one of its directors. Shri V.S.K. Nadar, by the assessee, 
does not attract the provisions of section SOW, read with section 
37(1), of the Income-tax Act, 1961? 

3. Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was correct In taw in holding that the expenditure of 
Rs. 15,814 as presentation of wrist watches to employees was a 
revenue expenditure incurred wholly and exclusively for the purpose 
of the assessee’s business? 

The first question relates to the assessee's claim for Rs. 12,000 paid for 
obtaining the advice of the solicitors regarding dilution of its shareholding 
in conformity with the provisions of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 
1973. Both the ITO and the AAC rejected the claim. The T ribunal, however, 
allowed the claim as a revenue expenditure deductible under section 37. 

Following the decision of this Court in Avery India Ltd. vs. CIT (1993) ' 
199 ITR 745, where the Judgment was delivered on 18.7.1991, we hold 
that the expenditure, irrespective of the requirement under the provisions 
of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, Is for augmentation of the capital 
base of the company and is, therefore, an expenditure of capital nature 
not allowable as deduction under section 37. We, therefore, answer the 
first question in the negative and in favour of the revenue. 

The second dispute relates to the assessee's claim for Rs.24,000 paid to 
Shri V.S.K. Nadar for professional services rendered by him. The ITO 
di.sallowed the same on the ground that Shri Nadar was a tax consultant 
of the company and, therefore, the payment fell within the provisions of 
section SOW of the Income-tax Act. He, therefore, allowed a sum of Rs. 
5,000 only under the relevant provisions of law. 

The assessee went in appeal to the Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) 
and argued that, in terms of the resolution passed at the annual general 
meeting of the company, Shri Nadar was held entitled to receive remu- 
neration of Rs.2,000 per month and the provisions of section SOW were 
not attracted. The Commissioner (Appeals) was of the view that Shri Nadar 
was a retired income-tax official and his services could have been more 
pertinent to income-tax representation than other fields of law. He, 
therefore, restricted the dlsaUowance to Rs. 4,000 only. 
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On a second appeal before the Tribunal, the entire daim was allowed in 
fuO by the Tribunal with the following observations; 

“We have considered the rival submissions and the facts and circum- 
stances of the case. We are of the view that the remuneration paid 
by the company to Shrl Nadar does not fall within the purview of section 
SOW of the Act. The said section restricts deduction in respect of 
expenses Incurred by an assessee in respect of any proceedings before 
any income-tax authority or the Appellate Tribunal or any court relating 
to the determination of any liability under the income-tax Act by way 
of tax, penalty or interest. In other words, section SOW seeks to restrict 
the allowance in respect of expenditure Incurred by an assessee in respect 
of a specific proceeding under the Income-tax Act. Therefore, the said 
section has no application in relation to remuneration or fees paid by 
an assessee to a tax consultant or other adviser for giving general advice 
in relation to taxation matters. We also see no Justification in the order 
of the Commissioner of income-tax (Appeals) restricting the allowance 
to Rs.4,000 only. He has not given any valid reason in support of 
the view that Shrl Nadar's services would have been pertinent to only 
income-tax representation. He has also not given any reason for holding 
that the value of Shrl Nadar’s services to the company even in relation 
to income-tax consultations would be only Rs.4,000 per annum. We, 
therefore, see no merit in the disallowance and direct that the entire 
remuneration paid to Shrl Nadar should be allowed as deduction in 
computing the taxable profits of the company. However, as a corollary 
to our direction, the separate deduction of Rs.5,000 allowed by the 
Income-tax Officer under section SOW of the Act shall stand with- 
drawn". 

The revenue, in this question, has not assailed the finding of fact by the 
Tribunal. The Tribunal has found as a fact that the remuneration in excess 
of Rs. 5,000 paid to Shrl Nadar is not for any services rendered by him 
of the nature referred to in section SOW and the remuneration was paid 
by the assessee to Mr. Nadar in his capacity as a tax consultant or adviser 
for giving general advice in relation to taxation matters. This finding I\rs 
gone unchallenged. Therefore, we cemnot but answer the second questitti 
in the affirmative and in favour of the assessee. 

The last dispute relates to the assessee’s claim for Rs.l5,S14 on account' 
of the price of wrist watches pres^ted to its employees. The FTO and 
the Commissioner of (Appeals) confirmed the disallowance on the groimd 
that the expenditure for presentation of wrist watches by way of gift to 
selected employees of the assessee could not be regarded to have been 
incurred for the welfare of the employees arid for the purpose of its own 
business. 

On second appeal before the Tribun 2 d, the claim was allowed with the 
following observations : 
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“We have considered the rival submissions and the facts on record. We 
find t)iat the assessee's contention before the Commissioner of Income- 
tax (Appeals) was that it had presented the wrist watches to Its 67 
employees with a view to encouraging their timely attendance at work. 
Apart from this factor, it cannot be denied that the presentation of wrist 
watches would have helped the company in keeping good relations with 
its employees, keeping the employees satisfied and also earning their 
goodwi’’ towards the company. A complete list of the employees to 
whom the wrist watches have been presented had als <7 been filed by 
the assessee-company with the income-tax au^oritles. We, therefore, 
see no reason for the disallowance of the expenditure incurred by the 
assessee on the presentation of the wrist watches which must be regarded 
as an expenditure wholly and exclusively incurred by the company for 
the purpose of its business. The addition of Rs. 15,994 is, therefore, 
deleted.” ' 

Here also, the finding of fact that the presentation of wrist watches was 
In the nature of an Incentive to encourage the employees to attend to work 
punctually and was Incurred also to keep the employees happy and to earn 
their goodwill towards the company as the employer, is not in dispute. In 
the face of the facts as found by the Tribunal, we cannot accept the 
contention of the revenue that the expenditure on ticcount of such pres- 
entation to the employees was not expenditure wholly and exclusively laid 
out for the purpose of its business. The fTO, in the assessment order, 
has not either made out a case that there was extra-commercial consideration 
In presenting the watches to the employees. 

We, therefore, answer the third question in the negative (sic) and in favour 
of the assessee. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

J.N. Hore, J. — I agree. 
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Summary of High Court Cases 

(1995) 126 Taxation 466 (Bom.) 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY 
(Before Hon’ble Mrs. Justice Sujata Manohar & 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice S.H. Kapadla) 

IT Application No. 193 of 1992 

Commissioner of Income-tax 
vs. 

Jain Bros. 

For the Appellant A.S. Khan 

For the Respondent P.S. Jetley 

Decided on 28.4.1993 

REFERENCE TO HIGH COURT — Firm consisting of 5 partners 

— Three partners retiring — Remaining two partners constituting 
new firm — Two retiring partners forming a new partnership and 
taking a third person as partner — Each of these firm taking over 
some of the business of old firm — Assesses claiming no trrnsfer 
of investment allowance and development rebate of the old firm 
— Tribunal holding there being no dissolution of old firm, investment 
allowance could not be withdrawn — 'Revenue seeking referencre 

— Reference application rejected — Held, in view of Supreme 
Court Judgment in the case of Malabar Fisheries Co. vs. CIT 
(1979) 120 ITR 49, no refera|>le question of law arose. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 256(2). 

FACTS & DECISION 

The firm of Jain Bros., Jalgaon, originally 'consisted of five partners. From 
1. 1. 1985, three partners retired from the firm. The remaining two partners 
constituted a new partnership. Two of the retiring partners took a third 
partner and formed a new partnership. Each of trmse firms and the remaining 
sole retiring partner took over some of the businesses of the old partnership. 
The present assessees are the new firm in, which two of the partners of 
the old firm continue to be partners of the new firm. In these circumstances, 
the ratio laid down by the Supreme Court in the case of Malabar Fisheries 
Co. vs. err (1979) 120 ITR 49 covers the points in dispute in the present 
case and, hence, no useful puipose will be serve by directing the Tribunal 
to refer the above question to us. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 1 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
AHMEDABAD BENCH ‘B’ 

(Before Shri B.M. Kotharl and Shri Phool Singh) 
ITA No. 1574/Ahd/90 - 
(Assessment Year 1985*86) 

Bombay Stedl Centre 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 


For the Appellant 
For the Respondent 
Decided on 


M.K. Patel 
M.S. Rai 

21-10-1994 
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ADDITION — Assessee declaring GP rate of 16% on sales 
Rs. 7,70,983 against 15.36% on sales Rs. 6,39,320 in preceding 
year — In absence of day to day stock register Assessing Officer 
applying GP rate of 2 1% on sales declared — Held, GP a balancing 
figure and unless specific inaccuracy or incompleteness of account- 
ing with specific instances pointed out GP cannot be disturbed 
— Trading addition made directed to be deleted. 


Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 145. 

FACTS 


The assessee filed appeal against the addition of Rs. 1,04,262/- being 
cash credit In the account of one of the partners. This ground was, 
however, withdrawn. The other ground of appeal was in regard to the 
trading addition. The assessee declared GP rate of 16% on sales of 
Rs. 7,70,983/- as against GP rate of 15.36% declared and accepted on 
sales of Rs. 6,39,320/- in the preceding year. The Assessing Officer 
applied the GP of 21% as the assessee was not maintaining day to day 
stock register and he thus made an addition of Rs. 38,549/- to the 
declared trading results. This addition was confirmed by the CIT(A) and 
the assessee filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that it was true that the absence of day 
to day stock register could enable the Assessing Officer to invoke the 
provisions of section 145(1) technically. But in this case the purchases were 
supported by vouchers and their correctness not challenged. The declared 
figure of sale had been accepted by the Assessing Officer while applying 
the higher GP. The GP was the balancing figure and unless any specific 
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item appearing in the trading account was disturbed and/of a spectfic finding 
about the incompleteness of accounts or inaccuracy in the method of 
accounting was given duly supported by specific instances the correctness 
of declared GP could not validly be disturbed particularly when it was slightly 
higher than the results in the Immediately preceding year. The addition 
made by the Assessing Officer was thus directed to be deleted. 

Full text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(B.M. Kothari, AM.) 

In this appeal, the assessee has raised as many as six grounds but there 
are only two effective grounds. The first effective grievance of the assessee 
relates to addition of Rs. 38,549 made in the declared trading results. The 
second ground relates to confirmation of addition of a sum of Rs. 1,04,262 
being the cash credit in the account of one of the partners of the firm viz. 
Shri Kamlesh Manilal Shah, in the hands of the firm. Shri Mehul Patel, 
the learned counsel for the assessee submitted that under instructions frpm 
his client he would not like to press the point relating to addition of 
Rs. 1,04,262 treated as unexplained cash credit. Hence the ground relating 
to addition of Rs. 1,04,262 is rejected as not pressed. 

The only ground which remains to be considered is in respect of addition 
of Rs. 38,549/-. The learned counsel submitted that the G.P. rate shown 
by the assessee in the year under consideration was 16% on sales of 
Rs. 7,70,983 as against G.P. rate of 15.36% declared by the assessee and 
accepted on sale of Rs. 6, 39, 320 In the immediately preceding year. He 
submitted that the Assessing Officer has erred in applying the G.P. rate 
of 21% based on the G.P. rate declared by the two associate concerns 
M/s Baja) Steel Centre and M/s Manilal & Sons. He submitted that the 
facts relating to those two cases are different as they are dealing in larger 
variety of items as compared to the assessee. The turnover of those firms 
cannot be considered as comparable as their turnover is fairly large and 
they have advantage of economies in expenditure. He also invited our 
attention towards the elaborate submissions made before the CIT(A). A copy 
there was paced on record. He also pointed but that in subsequent years 
the assessee earned G.P. rate of 19.99% and 19% in A.Ys. 1986-87 and 
1987-88 and had voluntarily shown Increased G.P. rate in the aforesaid 
subsequent years. The learned counsel thus submitted that whenever the 
assessee earned better G.P. it disclosed better G.P rate and whenever they 
earned lower G.P. they naturally declared lower G.P. rate. The G.P rate 
can never remain constant in all the years. He was fair enough to state 
that the only defect Is that the assessee has not maintained day to day stock 
records but the declared results are supported by regular bopks of account 
and vouchers and entries of stocks arc made on the basis of inventory 
prepared by physical verification at the close of each year. He urged that 
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the addition made !b the dtebkr^ trading resiilt^^ ah^ld be cancelled. 

The learned Sr. D.R. submitted that the stock inventory was not produced 
before the A.O. The accounts suffer from the defects pointed out in the 
assessment order. The CIT{A) has rightly confirmed the addition. He relied 
on the elaborate reasons mentioned in the assessment order. 

We have carefully considered the rival submissions made by the learned 
representatives and have also gone through'the facts stated in the orders 
of the departmental authorities, the facts elaborately mentioned in the 
written submissions filed before the CITfA) and the charts produced by the 
learned counsel In the compilation.. It is true that absence of day to day 
stock register may enable the A^ses^ng Officer to invoke the proviso to 
sec. 145(1) and a resort to estimation of profit may be technically Justified. 
However, the G.P. has to be determined in a Just and fair manner. The 
A.O. has applied G.P. rate of 21% on declared sales of Rs. 7,70,983. He 
has also not given any definite finding as to which item appearing in the 
trading account is not acceptable and to what extent the particular item 
appearing in the trading account will be subject to variation. The opening 
stock and closing stock accounted for in the books of account has not been 
disturbed by the Assessing Officer and any variation in the figure of. closing 
stock would have resulted In grant of consequent relief in the subsequent 
year. The purchases are supported by vouchers and correctness thereof 
has not been challenged. The declared figure of sale has been accepted 
by the Assessing Officer because he has himself applied the G.P. on the 
same amount of declared sale of Rs. 7,70,983. The G.P. is the balancing 
figure and unless any specific item appearing in the trading account is 
disturbed and/or a specific finding about the non-regularity or incomplete- 
ness of the books of account or inaccuracy in the method of accounting 
is given and such a finding is supported by few spcctfic instances, the 
correctness of declared G.P. cannot validly be disturbed particularly when 
it is slightly higher than the results shown in the Imme^ately preceding 
year. We, therefore, direct the Assessing Officer to delete the addition of 
Rs. 38,549 made in the trading results. The other addition of Rs. 1,04,262 
is confirmed in view of the concession given by the assessee. 

In the result, the appeal is partly allowed. 
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IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shri J. Kathuria and Shri N.K. Agrawal) 

ITA Nos. 345 & 346/Chandl/1994 
(Financial Years : 1987-88 and 1989-90) 

The Sr. Post Master 
vs. 

Dy. Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant Sudhir Sehgal 

For the Respondent Hardeep Srivastava 

Decided on 13-12-1994 

PENALTY — For the financial years 1 987-88 and 1 989-90 returns 
on Form No. 24 u/s 206 were due by 30-4-1988 & 30-4-1990 
— Returns for financial year 1989-90 filed on 30-8-1990 and 
for financial year 1987-88 on 26-12-1990 — DCIT imposed 
penalties u/s 27A(2)(c) — TDS paid within time — Subsequent 
returns also filed within time — Held, before amendment of sec. 
206 w.e.f. 27-9-1991 there was no time limit for delivery of such 
returns — Penalties imposed deleted. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 206 & 272A(2)(c). 

Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Rule 37 & Form No. 24. 

FACTS 

Returns u/s 206 on Form No. 24 for financial years 1987-88 and 
1 989-90 were filed on 26-12-1990 and 30-8-1 990 after the issue of show 
cause notices by the Assessing Officer. Tax luas duly deducted at source 
and deposited in Gout, account within time. Subsequent returns were 
also filed by due dates. However since these returns were filed late'the 
DCIT Imposed penalty of Rs. 66,750/- for financial year 1987-88 and 
a penalty of Rs. 12,100 in regard to the return for the financial year 
1989-90 u/s 272A(2)(c) of the Income-tax Act, 1961. These penalties 
were confirmed by the CIT(A). The assessee filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

Following Tribunal decision in the case of Cinners and Pressers Ltd. us. 
DCIT (1993) 47 ITJ (Bom.) 393, the Hon’ble Tribunal held that before 
the amendment of sec. 206 w.e.f. 27-9-1991, sec. 206 as it stood originally 
did not prescribe any time limit for preparation and delivery of return 
u/s 206. The reference in the section was only to the preparation of the 
return before a particular date. The returns for both the financial years were 
indisputably prepared by the assessee and submitted to the Director of 
Accounts (Postal) Jullundhar though the returns were not filed before the 
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ITO but were prepared before the due dates. There was no default regarding 
the deduction of tax at source or its payment on the Govt, account. The 
default, If any, was technical one. Subsequent returns were filed in time. 
Taking all these factors Into account, the Hon’ble Tribunal deleted the 
penalties for both these years. 

Case referred to : 

Ginners & Pressers Ltd. vs. DCIT (1993) 47 ITJ (Bom.) 393 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 


fj, Kathurla, A.M.) 

These two appeals by the assessee pertain to financial years 1987-88 and 
1989-90 and are disposed of by a combined order for the sake of convenience. 

Brief facts of these cases are these. For financial year 1987-88, the assessee 
was required as per Assessing Officer to file return u/s 2Q6 of the Act 
on form No. 24 by 30-4-1988. Similarly, return for financial year 
1989-90 was to be filed by 30-4-1990. The Assessing Officer issued general 
show-cause notices dated 23-8-1990 and 21-11-1990, copies of which are 
available at pages 6 and 7 of the assessee’s compilation. The assessee 
actually filed the return for financial year 1989-90 on 30-8-1990 and for 
financial year 1987-88 on 26-12-1990. 

The Assessing Officer imposed a penalty of Rs. 66,750/- for financial year 
1987-88 and of Rs. 12,100/- for financial year 1989-90 u/s 272A(2)(c) 
of the Act. These penalties were confirmed by the learned CIT(A) vide his 
consolidated order dated 21-12-1993. The assessee has challenged the 
confirmation of these penalties. 

Shri Sudhir Sehgal, the learned counsel for the assessee, submitted that 
tax deducted at source for financial year 1989-90 was Rs. 929/- which 
was duly deducted and deposited in Government account. Similarly, It was 
submitted that for financial year 1987-88, the tax deductible at source was 
Rs. 213/- which was duly deducted and paid. Inviting our attention to the 
provisions of section 206 as they stood at the relevant time, it was submitted 
that the statutory requirement of section 206 was that the assessee "shall 
prepare, within the prescribed time after the end of each financial year, 
and deliver or cause to be delivered the return u/s 206." It was pointed 
out that by the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1991 there was an amendment of the 
said section w.e.f. 27-9-1991 and according to the amendment, the new 
requirement was that the assessee “shall within the prescribed time after 
the end of each financial year prepare and deliver or cause to be delivered 
the return u/s 206". It was submitted that for financial years 1987-88 aftd 
1989-90, the statutory requirement was that the return u/s 206 had to 
be prepared and not necessarily delivered after the end of each financial 
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year. It was submitted mat me amendment brought about w.e.f . 27-9- 1 99 1 ; 
however, statutorily required the assessee to prepare and deliver the return 
u/s 206 after the end of each financial year. According to t^e learned cpimsel 
for the assessee. the law at that time did not contemplate the filing of return 
u/s 206 before me Assessing Officer Immediately after the close of me 
financial year and that this amendment came much later w.c.f. 27-9-1991. 
It was submitted that even If it were considered that earlier the provisions 
were ambiguous, me ambiguity should be interpreted in favour of me 
assessee and not against him. 

The learned counsel for the assessee submitted that statement regarding 
the tax deducted at source was prepared in March, 1988 for financial year 
1987-88 and the same was forwarded to the office of the Director of 
Accounts (Postal), Jalandhar. This was sent by registered post to the 
aforesaid authority on 2nd April, 1988 as per voucher list No. 566 copy 
of which Is placed on record. Similarly, It was submitted that for financial 
year 1989-90, the information was submitted to the aforesaid authority 
vide voucher list No. 123 dated 4-9-1990, a copy of which also has been 
placed on record. It was submitted that if at all, there was only a technical 
default for which the assessee should not have been penalised. It was also 
submitted that for financial years 1991-92, 1992-93 and 1993-94, the 
assessee had duly filed the returns on form No. 24 before the concerned 
authority on 16-4-1991, 18-4-1992 and 21-4-1993 respectively. 

The learned counsel for the assessee also placed reliance on the Tribunal's 
decision in the case of Ginners & Pressers Ltd. vs. DCIT (1993) 47 ITJ 
(Bom.) 393. In that case, the provisions of section 206 were interpreted 
and the effect of the amendment brought about in the said section w.e.f. 
27-9-1991 was also examined. In that case, the Tribunal held that section 
206 as It originally stood neither prescribed any time limit nor authorised 
the rule making authority to do so. The Tribunal further held thatJhe 
limitation prescribed in rule 37 of the Income-tax Rules was, therefore, ultra 
vires and had to be ignored. It was also held by the Tribunal that the 
amendment brought about w.e.f. 27-9-1991 could not be given retrospective 
effect so as to apply to the returns for the earlier financial years. It was 
submitted that looked at, from any angl, there was no justification for levying/ 
confirming the penalties aforesaid. 

The learned D.R. relied on the orders of the authorities below. 

We have carefully considered the submissions of both the parties as also 
the material on record. As held by the Bombay Bench of the Tribunal in 
the case of Ginners & Pressers (supra) section 206 as it stood originally 
did not prescribe any time limit for preparation and delivery of the return 
u/s 206. The reference in the section was only to the preparation of the 
return before a particular dtfte. The returns for financial year? 1987-88 
and 1989-90 have indisputably been prepared by the assessee before the 
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due ^tes. y3^ €\^encft produced ^ the assessee dearly proves that these 
retocitf.l^rf, hovii«ye|r,,^^^^ before the Incpme-Uec authorities In time 
because tHe Sr^ Pw ^li^r fhoU^^ his jbb was over WK^ 

he sulsnltted the partlcuTars to ttie Wrector of Accounts (Postal), JalaUdhar. 
There Is no default regarding the deduction of tax at source or its payment 
on the Government account. The only default, if any, is a mere technical 
default of not filing the returns u/s 206 before the concerned income-tax 
authorities. As soon as the showouse notice was received by the assessee, 
the returns on form No. 24 were also duly filed before the income-tax 
authorities. For the financial years 1991-92, 1992-93 and 1993-94, there 
is absolutely no default and the returns have been filed much before the 
close of the month of April immediately succeeding the financial year. Taking 
all these factors into consideration, we delete the penalties aforesaid. 

In the result, both the appeals are allowed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 7 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
AHMEDABAD BENCH 'A’ 

(Before Shri B.M. Kothari and Shri Phool Singh) 

ITA Nos. 367, 372 to 375/Ahd/1990 
(Asstt. Years 1978-79 to 1982-83) 

Income-tax Officer 
vs. 

M/s Patel Manufacturers 

For the Appellant A.K. Hajela 

For the Respondent M.K. Patel 

Decided on 21-10-1994 

INVESTMENT ALLOWANCE — For asst. yrs. 1978-79 to 
1981-82 ITO withdrew investment allowance u/s 155 (4 A) — He 
noticed that firm dissolved on 30-6-1981 and taken over by a 
Ltd. Co. — Could not have utilized the investment allowance 
reserve* for 10 years — Also identity of assessee changed — In 
asst, year 1 982-83 ITO disallowed assessee's claim for investment 
allowance for similar reasons — Held, Reserve created in each 
vear utilized in subsequent year in purchasing machinery — Ltd. 
Co. was a partner in firm — Taking over going concern by a partner 
not amounted to transfer — Assessee entitled to investment 
allowance — Appeals dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 32A(5) & 155(4A).* 

FACTS 

The assessee firm for the Asst. Years 1978-79 to 1981-82 was du/y 
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granted the Investment allowance. During 1982-83 proceedings ITO did 
not allow the said allowance as he noticed that the firm had been 
dissolved on 30-61 981 and since 1-7-1981 a Ltd. Co., who was a partner 
In assessee firm, took over assets etc of the dissolved partnership 
concern. The ITO further observed that the firm having dissolved, the 
Investment allowance reserve could not be utilized or remain in business 
for 10 shears as the firm dissolved before the expirp of the said period. 
He thus withdrew the Investment allowance allowed in Assessment Years 
1978-79 to 1 981-82 u/s 155 f4A) read with section 32A{5} of the Income- 
tax Act and disallowed the claim of assessee In Assessment Year 
1982-83. The CIT(A) allowed the appeal of the assessee. The revenue 
filed second appeals. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that the assessee had already utilized the 
Investment Allowance reserves in each succeeding year and purchased the 
new machinery and the conclusion of the ITO that the assessee could not 
have utilized the reserve for 10 years was not correct. Apart from that the 
assessee firm having dissolved and all assets and liabilities having been 
transferred to partners and one of the partners having taken over the said 
business as going concern would not be termed as transfer as contemplated 
in Section 155 read with section 32A(5) of the Act, In view of this the 
orders of CIT(A) were confirmed for all these years and appeals filed by 
the revenue dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT vs. S. Balasubramaniam 138 ITR 815 

2. Malabar Fisheries Co. vs. CIT Kerala 120 ITR 49 (SC) 

3. ITO vs. Pratik Prints (1991) 37 ITD 159 

4. South India Steel Rolling Mills vs. CIT 135 ITR 322 (Mad.) 

Full text of the Order is given below :* 

ORDER 

(Phool Singh, J.M.) 

As these appeals involve common issue, these were heard together and 
are being disposed off by this common order for the sake of convenience. 

The grounds of appeal raised by the revenue in these appeals read as under:- 
Assessment Years 1978-79 to 1981-82 

1. The learned CIT(A) erred in law and on facts In holding that ITO 
was not justified in withdrawing the investment allowance which 
was granted during original assessment proceedings. 

2. The learned CrT(A) erred in law and on facts in cancelling the order 
under sec. 155(4A) read with sec. 32A(5). 



1*9951 rro vs. 'm/s Patel Manufacturers (Ahmd.) 9 

Assessment Year 1982^83 

1. The learned CJTfA) erred In law and on facts In directing to give 
the Investment allowance as claimed by the assessee. 

Relevant facts for disposal of these appeals are that In A;Y. 1978-79 the 
ITO completed assessment in the case of assessee on 17-3-1982 determining 
total income at Rs. 24,62,630/-. During the course of assessment pro- 
ceedings the assessee claimed investment allowance of Rs. 25,017/- being 
25% of actual cost of machinery of Rs. 1,00,070/-. On a scrutiny of the 
assessee’s file by the ITO it was observed that the assessee created investment 
allowance reserve at 75% of the Investment allowance admissible to the 
assessee. But the partnership of the assessee firm stood dissolved vide 
dissolution deed dt. 30-6-1981 and since 1-7-1981 a Limited Company 
in the name of P.M. Diesels (P) Ltd. took over the assets of the dissolved 
partnership concern. The A.O. further observed that the investment allow- 
ance reserve at 75% of the investment allowance so allowed to the assessee 
could not remain in the business for the period of 10 years as the assessee 
firm stood dissolved prior to expiry of that period. Accordingly he was of 
the opinion that investment allowance so allowed to the assessee should 
be withdrawn and accordingly he issued a show cause notice dt. 19-1-1985 
for the purpose of withdrawal of investment allowance under the provisions 
of section 155(4A) of Income-tax Act, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Act) read with section 32A(5) of the Act for withdrawal of the amount of 
investment allowance of Rs. 25,017/- granted to assessee in A.Y. 
1978-79. The assessee made written submission on 2-2-1985 and alleged 
that ITO was beyond his jurisdiction over the controversy since the reserves 
so created have been utilised for the purpose of acquiring new machineries 
during the subsequent years. The ITO was not satisfied with the contention 
of the assessee on the ground that reserves so created remained in existence 
for the purpose of business of the undertaking for a period of 10 years 
running immediately following installation of the machinery. He also placed 
reliance on the decision of Madras High Court in the case of South India 
Steel Rolling Mills vs. CIT, Madras 135 ITR 322 and passed the order 
withdrawing the investment allowance originally granted under section 
32A(5) of the Act for A.Y. 1978-79. Separate orders for A.Ys. 1979-80, 
1980-81 and 1981-82 were also made in the same manner withdrawing 
the Investment allowance granted to the assessee and for A.Y. 1982-83 
the claim of the assessee for investment allowance was rejected on the ground 
that assessee firm stood dissolved vide dissolution dt. 30-6-1981, the 
previous year relating to A.Y. under consideration and question of granting 
investment allowance during the A.Y. does not arise since the conditiorfs 
laid down under sec. 32(A)(a} of the Act are not satisfied because the 
investment allowance reserves were not utilised by the assessee for the 
purpose of business of the undertaking before the expiry of 10 years, nor 
the said reserves shall be available to it. The assessee preferred separate 
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appeals against the withdrawal of Investnient allowance dtr^ted by; ITO 
relating to A. Ys. 1978-79 to 1981-82 and against the rejecHon of the claim 
of the Investment allowance of the assessee relating to A.V. 1982-^3 and 
the CIT(A)-ll, Rajkot vide consolidated order dt. 28-11-1989 decided the 
appeals of the assessee in its favour and observed that the ITO was not 
justified in withdrawing the investment allowance which was granted during 
the original assessment proceeding and thus cancelled the order under 
Section 155 (4A) read with Section 32A{5) of the Act passed by ITO relating 
to A.Ys. 1978-79 to 1981-82 and further directed the ITO to allow the 
claim of the assessee regarding investment allowance as claimed by assessee 
in A.Y. 1982-83. The revenue feeling aggrieved from the order of the CITfA) 
Rajkot have filed these five appeals and we have heard the learned D.R. 
at length and also the learned counsel for assessee and perused the material 
placed before us. 

So far as the contention of the learned D.R. is concerned, he has heavily 
placed reliance on the order and reasons given in the order of ITO while 
withdrawing the investment allowance granted to the assessee in the assessment 
years 1978-79 to 1982-83. It was also submitted by the learned D.R. that 
once the very existence of firm was not for 10 years as it stpod dissolved 
on 30-6-1981, the assessee firm was not in a position to utilise the reserves 
of Investment allowance which was to remain in existence for a period of 
ten years and ITO was justified in withdrawing the investment allowance 
and In rejecting the claim of the assessee for the year 1982-83. As against 
this, the learned counsel for assessee has placed reliance on the submissions 
made before the ClTfA) which do find place in detail in para-3 to para- 
10 of the order of CIT(A) and asserted that the amount of investment 
allowance reserves was utilised by the assessee in succeeding years and the 
fact of dissolution of the firm was not going to change the very position 
and the ITO was not justified to conclude that there is any breach ot 
provisions of any section necessitating the withdrawal of the investment 
allowance. 


In this case undisputed facts are that the assessee was granted investment 
allowance under sec. 32A(5) of the Act as per the details appearing in para 
3.1 of the order of CITfA) (p. 4);- 


A.Y. 

Cost of new 
machinery 

Reserves 

created 

Allowance 

granted 

1978-79 

1,05,150 

19,715 

25,017 

1979-80 

2,48,472 

53,113 

70,817 

1980-81 

2,02,562 


50,640 

1981-82 

2,87,322 

53,873 

71,830 


The assessee asserted to have purchased new machineries in each of the 


assessment year out of capital including the amount of investment allowance 
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Msnrvei. Th« detaU* ol utilisation of Investment atfquiance reserves In 
ptinehase of machinerlet are given in para 3.2 of the on|er of CITCA) which 
ars as under r 


A.Y. 

I.A. granted 

A.Y. in which 
utilised 

Amount utilised 
' for purchase of 
new machinery 

1978-79 

25,017 

1979-80 

2,48,472 

1979-80 

70,817 

1980-81 

2,02,562 

1980-81 

50,640 

1981-82 

2,87,322 

1981-82 

71,830 

1982-83 

1,44,7S0 


The case of the assessee is that cost of new machinery far exceeded the 
reserve available and the balance of reserve of investment allowance became 
NIL on account of purchase of new machineries and therefore, the question 
of retaining the investment allowance reserves for ten years did not arise. 
This plea of the assessee has not been disputed by the ITO on fact and 
once the new machineries have been purchased In each succeeding year 
and the cost of new machinery is quite excessive to the amount of Investment 
allowance reserves then the very provisions of section 32A(5) of the Act 
are fully complied with as it requires that Investment allowance reserve is 
to be utilised for the purpose of requiring a new machinery for the purpose 
of business before the end of 10 years. This plea was rightly relied by the 
CIT(A). There was no Justification for ITO to withdraw the investment 
allowance for asst, years 1978-79 to 1981-82. 

The fact which was made basis for withdrawing the Investment allowance 
by the ITO in passing the order under section 155(4A) read with section 
32A(5) of the Act was the fact of the dissolution of the firm on 30-6-1981 . 
It is undisputed fact that assets of the assessee firm were taken over by 
P.M. Diesel Pvt. Ltd. a company which was already a partner in the assessee 
firm. According to the learned ITO the dissolution of the firm made it 
impossible for assessee firm to utilise the investment allowance reserves 
and thus the assessee was not entitled for investment allowance. As already 
discussed above, the assessee has already utilised the investment allowance 
reserves In each succeeding year and purchased new machinery and this 
conclusion of the ITO was not factually correct. Apart from it the very fact 
that the assessee firm was dissolved and all assets and liabilities were 
transferred to partners and one of the partners took over the s«ime business 
as going concern will not be termed as transfer of assets as contemplated 
in Section 155 read with section 32A(5) as laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court in the case of Malabar Fisheries Co. as. CIT. Kerala 120 ITft 49 
(SQ. ITAT Ahmedabad Bench ‘A’ in the case of ITO os. Pratik Prints 
(1991) 37 fTD 159 has dealt with the same issue in which the assessee 
firm was dissolved on 31-3-1978 and a deed of dissolution of partnership 
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was executed on 19-9-1978. Upon dissolution, all the assets and ttabillties 
of the assessee were taken over by one of the partners, who continued 
the business and ITO invoked the provisions of Section 155{4Ay read with 
section 32A(4)(ii){a) and withdrew the investment allowance in both the years 
in question. However, the CIT(A) on appeal, held that allotment of assets 
and liabilities upon the dissolution of the assessee did not amount to transfer 
within the meaning of Section 155(4A) and Sec. 32A(4) and there is no 
justification to withdraw the investment allowance. The ITAT confirmed the 
view of Crr(A) on the basis of decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court in the 
case of Malabar Fisheries Co. us. CIT, Kerala (supra) and that of CIT us. 
S. Ba/osubramanlam 138 ITR 81S and other cases. The facts are similar 
In the case in hands and we are also of the opinion that the view of ITAT 
Ahmedabad Bench ‘A’ in the case of ITO us. Pratik Prints (supra) in which 
one of us (Shri B.M. Kothari, Accountant Member) was the author of that 
order, is fully applicable here and we conclude that the learned CIT(A) has 
rightly allowed the appeals of the assessee. 

So far as A.Y. 1982-83 is concerned, the ITO has rejected the claim of 
investment allowance and this aspect has also rightly been discussed by 
the CIT(A) in para 14 of his order. There is no need to interfere in the 
order on the basis of law referred to above. 

On the basis of above discussions, we are of the opinion that the appeals 
of revenue have no force and the same are dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 12 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
AMRITSAR BENCH, AMRITSAR 
(Before Shri S. Grover, Judicial Member) 

ITA Nos. 331 (ASR;/1993) 

Assessment Year 1991-92 
M/s Harpal Singh Jaswant Singh 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 

For the Appellant Sudhir Sehgal, Advocate and 

Ashwani Juneja, I.T.P. 

For the Respondent J.S. Arora, Sr. D.R, 

Decided on 18-1-1994 

PENALTY — ■ Assessee a Kacha Arhtia Selling Agricultural 
Produce of Agriculturists on commission basis and keeping their 
money In safe custody etc. — ITO noticed various actiounts where 
credit balances were there of Agriculturists — Assessee pleaded 
money of Principals lying in safe custody after sale of their produce 
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— rro treating these credits as deposits and Deputy Commissioner 
levied penalty n/s 2731D — Held su<di credits not deposits or loans 

— Penalty cancelled. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 269SS & 27 ID. 

CBDT Circulars 387 dt. 6-7-1984 and 556 dt. 23-2-1990. 

FACTS 

The assessee firm had been acting as Kacha Arhtia and charging commission 
from his Principals, on sale proceeds of their Agricultural produce. In 
addition he aiso used to keep their money i.e. sate proceeds of Agri- 
cultural produce In safe custody till it was taken back. The JTO noticed 
various credit accounts in the books of assessee and treated the same 
as loans/deposits received in cash exceeding Rs. 20,000/- u/s 269SS of 
the I.T. Act. He also referred the matter to the Deputi; Commissioner 
who in turn imposed penalty/ u/s 27 ID of the Income-tax Act. In appeal 
the CIT(A) allowed partial relief to the assessee. The assessee filed a 
second appeal. 

DECISION 

Following Tribunal’s decision in the case of Muthoot M. George Bankers 
vs. Asstt. Commissioner of Income-tax (1993) 46 ITD 110 and CBDT 
circular No. 556 dt. 23-2-1990 (1990) 183 ITR (St.) 92, wherein it had 
been clarified “that Kacha Arhtia sells goods belonging to an Agriculturist 
and the sale proceeds thereof which remain with him cannot be regarded 
as a deposit and where only a part of sale proceed is remitted the balance 
will not assume the character of a deposit”, the Hon’ble Tribunal cancelled 
the penalty imposed by the Deputy Commissioner u/s 27 ID for default 
u/s 269SS. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Muthoot M. George Bankers vs. ACIT 46 ITD 110 (Trib.) 

2. CIT us. Bazpur Coop. Sugar Factory Ltd. 172 ITR 321 (SC) 

3. Hindustan Steel Ltd. us. State of Orissa (1972) 83 ITR 26 (SC) 

4. JTO us. LakhanI Enterprises (1990) 185 ITR 595 (AP) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

This second appeal is directed against the order dated 28-1-1993 passed 
by the Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals), Bhathinda, hereinafter referred 
as the CrT(A), by which he only gave partial relief in relation to penalty 
imposed by the Assessing Officer under section 27 ID of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961, hereinafter referred as the Act, in respect of assessment year 
1991-92. The contention is that there was no violation of provisions of 
section 269SS of the Act and, therefore. Imposition of penalty was not 
Justified. . 
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The Assessing Officer by noticing and observing that there had been-^dipiaitton 
of the provisions of section 269SS of the Act as theasscSSec had accepted 
loans/deposils of Rs. 20,000 and above from various persons during the 
year otherwise than by payees account cheques or payees account bank 
drafts referred the case to the DCIT for examination and processing of 
the case under section 27 ID of the Act. Accordingly, a show cause notice 
was issued with respect to acceptance of the following amounts, which 
according to the Assessing Officer was in violation of the provisions of 
Section 269SS of the Act as follows 


1. 

Smt. Sukhdev Kaur 

Rs. 

66,480/- 

2. 

Sh. Vljay Kumar 

. Rs. 

25,000/- 

3. 

Sh. Gurmit Singh 

Rs. 

28,000/- 

4. 

Smt. Parkash Kaur 

Rs. 

40*000/- 

5. 

Sh. Kaur Singh 

Rs. 

1,00,000/- 

6. 

Sh. Harbans Singh 

Rs. 

40,000/- 

7. 

Sh. Teja Singh 

Rs. 

35,000/- 

8. 

Sh. Jaswinder Singh 

Rs. 

1,18,570/- 

9. 

Sh. Jaswant Singh 

Rs. 

41,700/- 


The assessee responded to the show-cause notice (supra) by submitting In 
writing as under 

“that the assessee firm is a regd. firm doing business of Kacha Arhtia. 
Kacha Arhtia acts only as an agent of his constituent and never acts 
as a principal. The remuneration of Kacha Arhtia consists solely of 
commission and he is not interesting in the profit and losses made by 
his constituents and he has no personal interest of his own When he 
enters Into a transaction and his interest is limited to the Commission 
Agent’s charges and certain out of pocket expenses. In ttie Instant case 
the persons mentioned In the notices are all agriculturists (except Shrl 
Vljay Kumar Accountant) and arc principals of the firm M/s Harpal 
Singh Jaswant Singh, Malout acting as agent on their directions for 
selling agrl. produces and doing other activities such as keeping their 
money in safe custody as per normal practice in his trade and for this 
purpose the Kacha Ahrtia called Mahajan or Small Bankers the term 
as used by the Reserve Bank of India. 

From the above It is clear that the firm had not accepted any loan or 
deposit from any other persons but had kept the money of their principal 
under their directions in safe custody. This fact also gets support that 
on most of the dates the firm is having huge cash In hand and sometimes 
money was kept in the evening and taken back after few days. These 
all acts and transactions are part and parcel of the business and for 
doing these services the agriculturists bring their produce to the agent 
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kid he ch^k only commission from them. The loan or deposit is 

always taken from outsider for the purposes of running business As 

such there is no question of application of provisions of sections 269SS 
and 269T. Moreover, if there is any violation of the provisions of sections 
269SS and 269T then the violation was under a bonafide belief that 
Kacha Ahrtia can keep money in safe custody of their constituents under 
the circurhstances explained above.” 

The DCIT after analysing the facts held that in respect of Shrl Harbans 
Singh (Rs. 40,000/-) and Shri Jaswinder Singh (Rs. 1,18,570/-), there was 
violation and, therefore, no penalty was leviable under section 27 ID of 
the Act, In relation to Shri Jaswant Singh (Rs. 41,700/-), the DCIT held 
that contravention could be In relation to Rs. 21 ,300/- and not Rs. 41,700 
arul, therefore, penalty was to be modified on that score also. 

At this stage, it must be mentioned that the assessee was not held to be 
guilty of violation of section 269SS of the Act particularly in respect of 
Shri Jaswinder Singh on the ground that the receipts in cash for which 
penal proceedings (supra) were initiated related to the sale proceeds of 
agriculturist produce, which were being paid regularly from time to time 
and perusal of the account of Shri Jaswinder Singh revealed that the assessee 
had been accepting as well as repaying the cash amount, which Included 
repayments of the sale proceeds of agricultural produce. The case, therefore, 
has to be viewed in such light and submissions In wrltttng by the asses see, 
the factual aspects of which have not been controverted. 

Before the C1T(A), the assessee reiterated he contentions raised before the 
Assessing Officer and the Officer Imposing penalty but he rejected the appeal 
and it is considered penalty expedient to reproduce paras 5, 5.1 and 5.2 
of his order 

"5. 1 have given carefull consideration to the entire matter and 1 am 
not Inclined to agree with the plea of the Id. counsel. The argument 
that assessee was under a bonafide belief that payments from agricul- 
turists were not covered by section 269SS is not borne out from the 
record. The plea taken before me that w.c.f. 1-4-1989 2nd provision 
to section 269SS was inserted which exempted transaction between 
Agriculturists having no taxable income, was the basis for the bonafide 
belief on the part of the assessee firm, 1$ not tenable since the assessee 
is having taxable Income for the last several years and there is no reason 
or basis for the appellant to believe that loans taken from the agricul- 
turists were not covered by the provisions of section 269SS. The 
appellant firm is being assessed to tax for the last several years and 
provisions of section 269SS were introduced w.e.f. 30-6-1984. The 
appellant firm is having the benefit of competent legal advice and as 
such I am riot satisfied that the appellant was under bonafide as pleaded 
by the Id. counsel. The case of the appellant is not covered by ‘ reasonable 
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cause’ as provided in section 273-B. It is also seen that short-term loans 
in question were raised at the instance of the asscssce although in the 
affidavits and statements filed by the creditors, they had stated that the 
amount was given as ‘Amanat’. The amounts raised are, therefore, 
squarely covered by the provisions of section 269SS and penalty under 
section 27 I'D is exigible on the facts and circumstances of this case. 

5. 1 As regards the explanation given in respect of Shri. Jaswinder Singh 
is concerned, the same appears to be correct since the DCIT has himself 
mentioned on page 3 of the penalty order that there was a credit balance 
in the account of S. Jaswinder Singh to the tune of Rs. 6714/- when 
the amount of Rs. 7000/- was accepted from him on 20'1-1991. Thus 
after taking the second amount of Rs. 14300/- on 23-1-1991, the net 
credit balance would work out to Rs. 14586/-, total amount being less 
than Rs. 20,000 penalty is not exigible. The ground taken by the DCfT 
that debit balance was on account of payment of agrl. produce is not 
tenable. The debit balance in any case is required to be considered while 
considering the cash received on 20-1-1991 to the tune of Rs. 7000. 
Since the net cash loan did not exceed Rs. 80,000 there was no violation 
of section 269SS. Penalty in respect of this amount is deleted. 

5.2 The reliance is placed by the Id. counsel on the decision of Hon’ble 
Madras High Court in the case of Smt. A.B. Shanthi Devi is dearly 
distinguishable since the decision was given with reference to sections 
276-DD which provided very stringent punishment i.e. imprisonment 
for a period of upto 2 years and fine equivalent to the amount of 
borrowings. Sec. 2^6-DD has since been substituted by section 
27 1-D which provides only fine equivalent to the amount of borrowings. 
As such the penalty under section 27 ID is not covered by the decision 
of Hon ble Madras High Court. However, the matter is pending for 
decision before the Hon’ble Supreme Court and there is no judgment 
of this jurisdictional High Court on sec. 27 1-D." 

For the appellant, Shri Sudhir Sehgal, Advocate, submitted that it was not 
a case where the penal provisions of sections 269SS and 27 ID of the IT 
Act, 1961 should have been invoked at all. The submission was that the 
purpose of bringing section 269SS of the Act on the Statute Book was 
entirely different than the attitude adopted by the Income-tax Authorities 
in the present case. He submitted that the scope and effect of section 
also of section 276DD have been elaborated In the 
following portion of the department circular No. 387, dated 6th July, 1984, 
as under :- 

(xxiv) Prohibition against taking or accepting certain loans and deposits 
in cash ;- 

32.1 Unaccounted cash found in the course of searches carried out 
by the Income-tax Department is often explained by taxpayers as 



17 


NVsHarpaiSlif^iaswwitSti^vv&ff^lAir^ 


^epreseiitlQS loaii« taken liom or deposits made by warioiu persons. 
Unwxounted Inconie is also brought into die books of account in the 
form of such loans and deposits, and tsucpayers are also able to get 
confirmatory letters from such persons in support of their explanation. 

32.5 Fears have been expres^ in certain quarters that Uie provisions 
tvill advemely aHect the rural sector and farmers who bring produce 
to mandies for sale. The prohibition contained in section 269SS Is 
confined to loans and deposits only and does not extend to purchase/ 
sale transactions.” 

Relying on he above portion of the circular, he submitted that the assessee, 
a Kuchha Arhtia of agricultural produce was not receiving loans or deposits 
as die term Is understood in normal business parlance but was dealing With 
agriculturists and, therefore, cash transactions, which entirely related to 
agriculturists could not come within the ambit of the prohibition of section 
269SS of the Act and in any case and which was alternative submission, 
the assessee was under bonafide belief that Kacha Arhtia could keep money 
in safe custody of their constituents. 

Next, Shri Sudhlr Sehgal, Advocate relief on the Tribunal’s judgment in 
the case of Muthoot M. George Bankers vs. Asstt. Commissioner of 
Income-tax cited as (1993) 46 ITD 10 for his submission firstly that in 
every case receipt of cash cannot have the effect of penalising the assessee. 
In that case payments received from sister concerns were not held to be 
violative of section 269SS of the Act and secondly the provisions of section 
27 ID of the Act were held to be not mandatory and if assessee showed 
reasonable cause and bonafide belief pienalty was held to be not leviable. 

For the revenue, Shri J.S. Arora, Sr, D.R. relied on the reasonings given 
by the first appellate authority and the order imposing penalty. After giving 
my thoughtful moments, I accept both the contentions of Shri Sudhir Sehgal. 
The first aspect which Impresses me is that the purpose of the provisions 
of sections 269SS and 27 ID of the Act is not to penalise persons having 
genuinely accepted transactions, which cannot even attract suspicion of 
being bongus much less providing these as fictitious. 

Secondly and which is inde(>endent of the above the assessee entertained 
bonafide belief In the present case that it being a Kacha Arhtia and Its 
dealing being with agriculturists, it could not be held guilty of violation of 
section 269SS of the Act if cash was kept by him of the constituents because 
if it was to purchase agricultural produce itself cash could have been paid 
because agriculturists may not even have bank accounts and in such case 
also In my considered view there would be no violation of section 269SS 
of the Act. 

The Tribunal’s decision In the case of Muthoot M. Charge Bankers (supra) 
is also applicable and for that pwpose, 1 would like to bring in close focus 
paras 11 and 12 of the said decision, to emphasis that bonafide behef 
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has the effect of exonerating assesses particularly the type of gne before 
me from the penal consequences of the provisions of section 69SS read 
with section 27 ID of the Act . 

“11 Without prejudice to his contention thit the penalty is tetdable 
in this case, Shrl Srinh/asan contended that' the provisions of sections 
27 1 D and 27 1 E are not mandatory but are only directory and, therefore, 

It is not In every case that penalty can be levied. On the ottier hand, 
Shrl C. Abraham contended that the language of the impugned section 
do not permit of such Interpretation. We have carefully considered the 
submissions. In both the sections, the expression “shall he liable to pay” 

Is found. On similar expressions that are found la sections 276DD and 
276E, ^ they stood then prior to their omission with effect from 
1-4-1989, the Andhra Pradesh High Court».in the case of /TO us. 
Lakshml Enterprises (1990) 185 ITR 595 held that the word ‘liable’ 
used In the section gives discreation to the Court with regard to the 
Imposition of fine. The Court may either cho^ to Impose fine or may 
dispense with the Imposition of fine. It cannot be said that the Court 
has no discretion with the Imposition of fine. It cannot be said that 
4he court has no discretion with regard to the quantum of fine to be 
imposed. Though this decision was rendered in the context of the old 
sections 276DD and 273E, since similar expression is used in sections 
27 ID and 271E, we hold that the levy of penalty is not mandatory \ 
but is only directory in nature. Further the law is well sejtled that penalty 
will not be imposed merely because it is lawful to do so. In Hindustan 
Steel Ltd. vs. State of Orissa (1972) 83 ITR, 26, the Apex Court 
observed whether penalty should be Imposed for failure to perform a 
statutory obligation is a matter of discretion of the authority to be 
exercised Judicially and on a consideration of all the relevant circum- 
stances. Even if a minimum penalty is prescribed the authority competent 
to impose the penalty will be Justified in refusing to impose penalty, 
when there is a technical or venial breach of the provisions of the Act. 
Further, in terms of section 273E penalty is not imposable if the person 
proves that there was rea^naWe cause for the failure to observe the 
■ statutory provisions. Thus, ^ uphold the contention of Shri Srlnivasan 
that the Impugned provision:!^ (sections 27 ID and 27 IE) are only 
directory and not mandatory lA. nature. 

Arguments were advanced before us bn the merits of the case. The thrust 
of Sri Abraham’s argument is that as the assesses had accepted or repaid 
deposits or loans in excess of Rs. 20,6p0 In cash; penalty was rightly 
sustairjed by the CIT(A). Sri Srinivasan, 6n the other hand, vehemently 
contended that the transactions arc between the sister concerns. The 
managing partners is the same person fbr all these concerns and the 
transactions will rwt fall within the definition of either “loan" or “deposit" 
and even if they are construed s loans or deposits there is only venial breach 
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of the provisions and h^e penalty in hefty sum near^f Rs. 59 lakhs 
is totally uncalled for and unjustified. Having regard to rival submisidons 
and the materials on record, we uphold the contention of Shri Srinivasan, 
the learned chartered Accountant. It is not In dispute before us that the 
assessee has accepted moneys in cash from its sister concerns or repaid 
the same in cash. Many of them are partnership firms and pne of them 
is a limited company. It Is also not in dispute that Sri S George, the managing 
partner of the assessee-firm is also the managing partner of the sister 
concerns. It is also not in dispute before us that Sri George mariagh^ partner 
of the assessee firm is also the managing director of the Urhit^d company 
nor it is in dispute before us that the transactions of alleged deposits or 
alleged loans or the repayments thereof are among the sister corKems 
interm se.\ It is also on recotd that the accounts of these concerns are 
managed from Kozhencherry where the minor partners are residing. Nor 
it is in dispute that there assessee and the sister concerns with which it 
had dealings bare all assessed to income-tax. In the clrcumst^ces can it 
be said that the taking of money from one firm by another firm or repayments 
thereof constituted deposits or loans so as to attract the provisions of sections 
269SS and 269T? To make a deposit or loan, there must be at least two 
partners the giver and the receiver both in physical existence the legal 
existence the meaning of “deposit" and ‘loan’ has been succinctly explained 
at page 5735 of Chaturvedi and Plthisarila’s income-tax Law, fourth edition, 
volumes, which is as follows ^ 

“Deposit & loan - these two are not identical in meaning - it is true 
that both in the case of loan and in the case of a deposit there is a 
relationship of a debtor and a creditor between the party giving money 
and the party receiving money. But in the case of a deposit, the delivery 
of money is usually at the instance of the giver and it is for the benefit 
of thej}erson who deposits the money the benefit normally being earning 
of Interest from a party who customarily accepts deposits. Deposits could 
also be for safe-keeping or as a security for the perfornumce of an. 
obligation undertaken by the depositor. In the case of a loan, however, 
it is the borrower at whose instance and for whose needs the money 
is advanced. The borrowing is primarily for the benefit of the borrower 
although the person who lends the money may also stand to gain thereby 
by earning interest on the amount lent ordinarily, though not always, 
in the case of a deposit, it is the depositor who is the prime mover 
while In the case of a loan, it is the borrower who is the prime mower. 
The other and more important distinction 1$ in relation to the obllgatton. 
to return the amount so received. In the case of a deport .u^ich is 
payable on demand the deposit would become payable when the demand 
Is matte. In die case of a loan,' however, the obligaticm to repay the 
anwxint arise knmedlately on receii^ of the loan, it is pos^lde diht tn 
case of deposits which are for a fixed period or loans which are for 
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a fixed period, the point of repayment may arise in a different manner. 
But by and iarse , the transaction of a loan and the transactions of ma^ng 
a deposit are not always considered identical." 

Further, it has been held by the Apex Court in C/T vs. Bazpur Co- 
operative Sugar Factory Ltd. (1986) 172 ITR 321 that the essence 
of a deposit is that there must be a liability to return it to the party 
by whom or on whose behalf it is made on the fulfilment of certain 
conditions. It is also pertinent to note that it is only with effect from 
1-4-1989 and not before that the meaning of "deposit" is enlarged so 
as to include "deposit of any nature” in the case of a person other 
than a company. Against this background, we examined the transactions 
between the sister concerns and the assessee. There are transfer of 
funds from and to the sister concerns. There is no evidence to show 
that money was loaned or kept deposited for a fixed period or repayable 
on demand. Further, the sister concerns and the assessee are owned 
by the same family group of people with a managing partner with 
centralised accounts under the same roof . Therefore funds have taken 
place in a whimsical manner. Therefore, it is rather difficult to say that 
the transactions are in the nature of deposits or loans with certain 
conditions attached to them , either as regards the r>eriod of such deposits 
or loans or with regard to their repayments. From the copies of the 
accounts furnished before us all that can be gathered is that funds have 
been transferred from and to the sister concerns as and when required 
and since the managing partner is common to all the sister concern, 
the decision to transfer the funds from oneconcern to another concern 
or to repay the funds could be said to have been largely influenced by 
the same individual. In other words, the decision to given and the decision 
to take rested with either the same group of people or with the same 
individual. In such circumstances of the case, we hold that the trans- 
actions inter se between the sister concerns and the assessee cannot 
partake of the nature of either "deposit" or “loan”, though Interest might 
have been paid on the same. Excepting for the transfer of funds being 
witriessed In the books of accounts of the concerned firms, no material 
is on record to show Issue of receipt or pronote in evidence of accepting 
a deposit or accepting a loan. Therefore, we hold that the transactions 
as are found in the books of accounts of the assessee cannot be termed 
as deposits or loan as understood in common parlance. It only represents 
diversion of funds from one concern to another depending upon the 
exigerKies of the business. Further, the transactiwis have not been 
impeached as non-genuine or bogus. Hence the provisions of sections 
269ss and 269T are not attracted to the facts of the case. Even if they 
were to apply in the facts and circustances explained above, the action 
pf the assessee firm fri accepting the funds in cash or making the refunds 
^ such funds in cash can be ascribed to its bonoflde belief thsri it would 



not ^act ^ f»ro«tikms of «ectton 269^ or 269T ilve» the nature 
of the tiansacttom aad^eclrcUmstancesof the tts<»8e. fione/tde b^ief 
coi^M wi^ tfie genuineness of ti^e transactloss wiH oonstttute lea- 
sonable cause for not invoking the provistons of secttms 27 ID and 
27 IE. In this view of the matter also we cancel the order of penalfy 
under section 2710 and 27 IE." 

I also like to refer to circulsn' No. S56 dated 23*2-1990 issued by the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes reported as (1990) 183 I.T.R. (St.) page 92 and 
like to reproduce paras 3 and 4 as follows :* 

"3. A number of references have been received by the Board seeking 
clarification whether the sale proceeds of agricultural commodities, left 
over by the agriculturists with their ‘Kacha Arhatiyas’, would also come 
within the ambit of deposit of any nature necessitating its repayment 
by an account payee cheque as provided under section 269T of the 
Act. 

The Board is of opinion that there a “Kacha Arhtiya” sells goods 
belonging to an agriculturist, the sale proceeds thereof which remain 
with him cannot be regarded as a deposit made by the agriculturist with 
the “Kacha Arhatiyas”. Further, where the ‘Kacha Arhatiya’ remits only 
a part of the sale proceeds to the agriculturist, the unremitted part of 
the sale proceeds would also not assume the character of a deposit. 
Therefore, the repayment of such sale proceeds does not fall within 
the purview of section 269T of the Act.” 

In the result, relying on the above and on more than one count, I cancel 
the penalty and allow the assessee’s appeal. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 21 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
AMRITSAR BENCH, AMRITSAR 
(Before Shri S. Grov«r, Judicial Member) 

ITA No. 405 (ASR)/1993 
(Assessment Year 1991-92) 

Income-tax Officer 
vs. 

M/s Harpal Singh Jaswant Singh 

For the Appellant J.S. Arora, Sr. DR. 

For the Respondent SudhirSehgal&Ashwani Juneja, I.T.P. 

Decided on ' 18-1-1994 

PENALTY — Asaeaaea Kacha Ahrtia working on commiesion bads 
— Various credit accounts noticed by AO — Assesses claiming 
money belongiAg to Agricultudsts after sale of their produce lying 
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In cafe custody —> Assessli^ OfHcer treating loans or deposits 
— DC levying penalty u/s 27 IE for repayments in each — Held 
CIT(A) justified in cancelling penalty — Addttionaily asscssee was 
held to be prevented by sufficient cause — Revenue’s appeal 
dismissed. ^ 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Secs. 269SS, 269T, 271D & 271E 

FACTS 

The assessee was acting as Kacha Ahrtia or on agent of hl$ constituents 
on commission basis. The Assessing Officer noticed certain credits In 
the books of account. The assessee pleaded that the money belonged 
almost all to the agriculturists and that the assessee had been acting 
as an Agent on their direction for selling agricultural produce and doing 
other actiultles such as keeping their money in safe custody as per the 
practice In this trade. It was thus alleged that 'the firm did not accept 
any loan or deposit from any person but kept the money of their 
principals under their direction in safe custody. It was also pleaded that 
even if there was any violation of section 269SS or section 269T It was 
under a bonafide belief that the Kacha Arhtia could keep money In safe 
custody of their constituents. The Revenue, however, did not agree with 
the submissions of the assessee and the Deputy Commissioner Imposed 
_a penalty of Rs. 1,150,000/- u/s 271E of the Act for repayments made 
In cash. The CIT(A), however, deleted the penalty Imposed and the 
revenue filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal concurred with the reasons given by CIT(A) for 
cancelling the penalty. Independent of that order the Hon’ble member also 
cancelled the penalty on the ground which was pleaded before CITfA) 
regarding bonafide belief that payments to agriculturists were not hit by 
section 269T of the Act. In the result the appeal of the Revenue was 
dismissed. 

Cases referred to 

1. Kumarl A.B. Shanthi (Allas) Vennira Ada! Nirmala us. A. D.I (Inves- 
tigation) (1992) 197 UR 330 (Mad.) 

2. Mis. Penwalt India Lid. & Ors. (Bom.) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

In this Revenue's appeal, the order dated 28-1-1993 passed by the 
Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals), Batinda hereinafter referred as the 
Crr(A), by which he cancelled the penalty of Rs. 1,50,000/-, which had 
been levied under section 27 IE of the Income-tax Act, 1961 hereinafter I 
referred as the Act, In respect of assessment year 1991-92 is contested. ! 
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The Assessing Officer issued show a cause nohce to the assessee on 2- 
7-1992 with respect to paymoit to the following persons the ground 
that die assessee had ccmtravened the proviskMis of section 269T of the 


Act 

1. Sh. Vijay Kumar 

2. Kaur Singh 

3. Harbans Singh 

4. Jaswinder Singh 

5. Jaswant Singh 


^ Rs. 25,000 
Rs. .1,00,000 
Rs. 40,0000 
Rs. 1,64.979 
Rs. 21,225 


The assessee responded and made written submissions as follows 

“that the assessee firm is regd. firm doing business of Kacha Ahrtia. 
Kacha Ahrtia acts only as an agent of his constituent and ne^r acts 
as a principal. The remuneration of Kacha Ahrtia consists solely of 
commission and he has. not interested in the .profit and losses made 
by his constituents and he has no personal Interest of his own when 
he enters into a transaction and his interest is limited to the commission 
agent's charges and certain out of pocket expenses. In the instance 
case the persons mentioned in the notices are all agriculturists (except 
Shrl VlJay Kumar Accountant) and are principals of the firm M/s Harpal 
Singh Jaswant Singh, Malout acting as agent on their directions for 
selling. agrl. produce and doing other activities such as keeping their 
money in safe custody as per the normal practice in this trade and for 
this purpose the Kacha Ahrtia called Mahajan or small Bankers the term 
as used by the Reserve Bank of India. From the above it is clear that 
the firm had not accepted any loan or deposit from any other persons 
but had kept the money of their principals under their directions in 
safe custody. This fact also get support that on most of the dates the 
firm is having huge cash in hand and sometimes money was kept in 
the evening and taken back after few days. 

These all acts and transactions are part and parcel of the business and 
for doing these services the agriculturists bring their produce to the agent 
and they charge only commission from them. The loan or deposit always 
taken from outsider for the purpose of running business. As such there 
is no question of application of provisions of sections 269SS and 269T. 


' Moreover if there is any violation of the provisions of sections 269SS 
and 269T then the violation was under a ^nafide belief that the Kacha 
Ahrtia can keep money in safe custody of their constituents under the 
circumstances explained above". • 

The DCrr, who processed the penalty proceedings, exonerated the assessee 
in respect of payments of Rs.l64979 and Rs. 21,225/- made to Shri 
Jaswinder Sin^ and Sh. Jaswant Singh, but levied penalty in relation to 
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payments of Rs. 1,00,000 and Rs. 40,000/- to Shrl Kaur Singh and SmI 

Harbans Singh respectively and reduced die charge In inspect of pajlnnents 

to Sirl Vijay Kur’ar to Rs. 10,000/-. 

The learned CITfA) cancelled the penalty and 1 would like to reproduce 

para 5 to give his reasons for doing so with which I agree ;- 

“5. 1 have given careful consideration to the entire matter and I have 
also examined the statements of persons to whom repayments were 
made In cash. In their statements they had stated that the amount was 
given as an Amanant and no interest had been charged by the creditors. 
Since these amounts were taken in cash penalty on this account has 
already been confirmed by me vide appeal order No. Cn'(A)/IT/VTl 
404/1992-93 of ever date (penalty Imposed being u/s 271-B), It is 
also seen that these amounts were given by the creditors to the appellant 
firm at the Instance of the appellate firm since the appellant firm needed 
the money. As such all these amounts clearly fail within the definition 
of loan as distinguishable from deposit. In the case of a deposit, the 
delivery of money is at the Instance of the giver and It is for the benefit 
of person who deposited the money. The benefit normally baing earning 
of Interest from a party who customarily accepts deposits. In the present 
case no benefit In the shape of interest has been earned by the creditors 
and the assessee firm is not a party customarily accepting the depjosit 
and paying interest at scheduled rates. Thus in view of the decision 
of Hon’ble Bombay High Court in the case of M/s. Pennwalt India 
Ltd., & others quoted supra, these amounts do not come within the 
definition of a deposit and as such provisions of section 269-T are not 
applicable. The famous authors Chaturvedl and Plthlsaria have also 
mentioned on page 5735 of their latest commentary-VoIume-5 that 
deposit and loan are not identical in meaning although the relationship 
of debtor and creditor is there in both the cases. That in the case of 
deposit the delivery of money is at the instance of the giver and it fs 
for the benefit of depositor l.e. earning of interest from a party that 
customarily accepts the deposits. That deposits made could also be for 
safe-keeping or as a security for the performance of an obligation, 
undertaken by the creditor. That in the case of loan it is for the borrower 
at whose instance and for whose needs the money Is advanced. That 
borrowing is primarily for the benefit of the borrower although the 
person who lends money may also stand to gain thereby by earning 
Interest. The learned Authors have referred to the decision of Pennwalt 
India Limited as quoted supra as also the case of M/s Durga Parsed 
Mandela (1987)-6 1-Comp. Cas. 479-(Bom.). 

Seen in the light of the above position, the creditors did not derive 
any benefit whatsoever on the short term loans given to the appellant 
firm. Nor the an^nts were given for perfojnnance of obligation un^rtaken 
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by the creditors: As sudt, these amourtts Cannot be called deposits and 
do not fail u^hi the purview of section 26^T. 

As regards the plea of the learned couns^ that the assessee was under 
bonafide bdi^ that payments to the eigrlculturJsts were not covered 
by section 269-T, I am not inclined to agree with tjliis plea in view of 
the detailed discussion recorded by me in appeal order In the case of 
the appellant vide <^peal No. Crr(A)/lT/BTJ/404 of even date while 
deciding penalty under section 271-D. 

The reliance placed by the Id. counsel on the decision of Hon‘bte Madras 
High Court in the case of Kumari A.B. Shanthi is clearly distinguishat^e 
since the decision was given with reference to section 276-DD which 
provided very stringent punishment i.e. imprisonment for a period of 
upto 2 years and fine equivalent to the amount of repayment. Section 
‘271-E provides fine equivalent to the amount of repayment. As such 
penalty under section 271-E is not covered by the decision of Hon’bie 
Madras High Court. Moreover, the matter is pending for decision before 
the Hon'ble Supreme Court and there is no judgment of the jurisdictional 
court on section 271-E". 

The CrT(A), however, did not accept the contention that the assessee was 
under bonafide belief that payments to the agriculturists were not covered 
by section 269-T of the Act. The CITfA) further did not accept the assessee’s 
contention that in view of the Hon’bie Madras High Court judgment in the 
case of Kumari A.B. Shanthi /Allas) Vennira Adal Nirmala us. Asstt. 
Director of Inspection, Inuestigatlon cited as (1992) 197 ITR 330 wherein 
the provisions of section 276DD of the Act (prior to its substitution by section 
27 ID) had been declared ultra uires of the Constitution of India and section 
269SS of the Act had also been held to be violation of Article 14 of the 
Constitution of India penalty was not leviable. 

I have already observed above that I agree with the reasonings of the CITfA) 
for cancelling the penalty. 

However, I would like to further add that independent of the CIT{A)’s order, 
1 cancel the penalty on the ground which was pleaded before the CIT(A) 
regarding bonafide belief that payments to agriculturists were not hit by 
section 269T of the Act for the reasons recorded by me vide my order 
of even date in the assessee’s own case, in I.T.A. No. 331 (ASR)/1993 
by which 1 have cancelled the penalty under section 27 ID of the Act, which 
was confirmed by the same CIT(A), who cancelled the penalty under section 
27 IE of the Act In the present case. 

In the result, I dismiss the revenue’s appeal but on more than the counts 
as observed above. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 26 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shrl J. Kathurla and Shrl N.K. Agrawal) 

ITA No. 965/Chandl/88 
(Assessment Year 1983-84) 

Income-tax Officer 
vs. 

Gian Chand, Labour Contractor 

For the Appellant Gagan Sood 

For the Respondent M.P. Aggarwal 

Decided on 10-6-1994 

ADDITION — Assessee labour contractor — Receiving payments 
from FCI for work done — Making payments to New Truck 
Operators Union for services obtained — ITO holding part of the 
cash payments to union not proved — He applied rate on gross 
receipts — Also holding expenses being found not vouched in some 
cases not proved — Held in view of certificate of union payments 
proved — Rate to be applied on net receipts — Expenses incurred 
also proved — ITO also adding Rs. 44,250 as other sources income 
— Held source proved — CIT(A)’s order confirmed and Revenue’s 
appeal dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 68 and 145, 

FACTS 

Assessee a labour contractor was doing work for FCI In regard to labour 
and trucks. During the vear the assessee received total pa^fments of Rs. 
25,42,127/- from FCI. The assessee had paid Rs. 20,11, 780/- to the New 
Truck Operators Union from the gross receipts. Rs. 11,45,650/- were 
paid by cheques and Rs. 8,66,130/- were paid In cash to the Union. Out 
of the balance receipts Rs. 5,05,453/- was shown as other expenses and 
Rs. 24,895/- was shown as Income. The JTO held that cash payments 
to the Union were not fully proved. Likewise he found expenses not 
properly vouched. He applied a rate of 8% on gross receipts and worked 
out the income at Rs. 2,03,000/-. The ITO also added Rs. 44,250/- as 
Income from other sources the credit In books having been were held 
as fictitious. In view of the certificate of the Union and the statement 
of the person who wrote Union 's books the CIT(A) accepted the genu! neness 
of the payments and the other expenses also and directed the ITO to 
deduct the payments to Union while applying the rate. The CIT(A) also 
held that the deposit was out of Imprest money and also when c/cs were 
rejected and In Income estimate no further addition on this score was 
called for. Revenue filed second appeal. 
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DEClSiON 

The Hon'bie Tribunal observed that the payments to the Union stood^duly 
proved on the basis of the certificate of the Union and die statement of 
Shrl Surjan Singh. Regarding expenditure Incurred the CIT(A) took correct 
view as die itO did agree before him diat payments $too<j verified regarding > 
addition of Rs. 44,250/'. The CITfA) agreed that amount represented the 
security money taken by the FCI from the bills. Shri Surjan Singh of the 
Union was given some moneyas Imprest amount for realisation. The money 
was returned by Shri Surjan Singh and it was on a/c of certain confusion 
that the ITD took an adverse note of it. C1T(A) also held that when net 
profit rate had been applied there was no accession to make any other 
addition. On the facts the Hon'bie Tribunal concurred with the order passed 
by the CITfA) and dismissed the appeal filed by the revenue. 

Case referred to : 

K.S. GuruswamI Goudder (92 ITR 90) Madras. 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(N.K. Agrawal, J.M.) \ 

In this appeal by the revenue relating to assessment years 1983-84, ground 
No.l is against the direction given by the CfTfA) to the ITO to deduct 
payment amounting to Rs. 20,1 1,780/- made by the assessee to the New 
Truck Operators Union from the given receipts. The facts are that the 
assessee was a labour contractor and was being assessed in the status of 
a partnership firm. The assessee-firm showed receipts from the FCI at 
Rs. 25,40,127/-. Payments on account of freight etc were claimed to have 
been made to the New Truck*'^perators Union. The assessee filed a 
certificate from the said Union in support of the claim regarding payment 
of Rs. 11,45,650/- by cheques and Rs. 8,66,130/- in cash. Sh. Surjan 
Singh, Manager of the Union, was examined by the ITO. One ‘rahl’ for 
the period from 1-7-1982 to 31-3-1983 and two register from 1-4-1983 
were produced. These books of account of the Union were impounded by 
the ITO u/s 132. The ITO held that the rahl of the Union was a fabricated • 
record. In this rahi. Truck numbers and the names of the persons were 
recorded but the number of trips by each truck was not entered. The ITO 
rejected the books and applied the provisions of section 145(2). The asse^'sed 
income from contract work was estimated at Rs. 2,03,000/- @ 8% on total 
receipts amounting to Rs. 25,42,127/-. The assessee had declared income 
at Rs. 24,895/- in the return. The iTO noted that the expenditure at Rs. 
5,05,453/- had been shown in in the profit and loss account but these 
payments were not supported by vouchers. 

2, The assessee went in appeal and pleaded that whatever money was 
received from the FCI had been duly shown by the entire receipts could 



28 


taxation - TRIBUNAL DECISIONS 


{Vfi|fct86 


not be held to be the income. The assessee had to incur expenditure not 
only on freight of the trucks but also in connecUon with many other Items 
like salary, stationery, etc. A certificate confirming payment to the Union 
was filed. Sh. Surjan Singh admitted before the ITO that freight was received 
from the assessee. Statement of one Sh. Roop Chand was also recorded, 
who was said to have written the Wahi of the Union, Said Sh. Roop Chand 
admitted that he wrote the wahi on the basis of certain loose sheets. On 
this basis, the ITO concluded that the wahi of the Union was a fictitious 
document prepared from the loose sheets. Therefore, payment to the Union 
was held to be doubtful. The CITfA), however, accepted the payment made 
to the Union on the basis of the evidence— documentary as well as oral. 
It was held that the payments made by the assessee could not be rejected 
on mere suspicion when the Union had confirmed the receipt. As regards 
other expenditure shown at Rs. 5.05,453 it was noted that the assessee 
had incurred certain expenditure on wages and salary and details were 
available. Vouchers were, of course, not produced. The labourers had left 
the place of work and they also could not be produced. The CITfA) accepted 
the evidence produced and held that the assessee had made certain payments 
during contract work. 

3. The Id. D.R. has supported the order of the ITO on the ground that 
the wahi of the Union was a fabricated document as was clear from the 
statement of Sh. Roop Chand, who had prepared the wahi. It was a 
document after investigation had been started. On this basis, the Id. D.R. 
has argued that the payments made to the Union was not proved by adequate 
evidence. 

4. The Id. counsel has, in reply, contended that the payment of 
Rs. 11,45,650/- was made by cheques and was also verified by the ITO 
during the hearing of the appeal before the CITfA). Cash payment of 
Rs. 8,66,130/- is also said to have been duly verified at the appellate stage, 
from bank withdrawals. On the basis of this verification, the Id. counsel 
has submitted that the entire payments to Union stand duly verified and 
simply because records of the Union were not found in order, the payments 
made by the assessee could not be discarded/rejected. The assessee did 
loading and unloading of gunny bags from mandi to the godowns of the 
FCl and from FCl godowns to the Railway Station. The assessee hztd to 
incur expenditure on freight as well as labourers. The CITfA) applied the 
net profit rate of 8% as on the net receipts of Rs. 5,28,347/-. The rejection 
of the books has been upheld by the CITfA). The assessee is, however, 
not in cross-appeal and we have nothing to comment on the rejection of 
the books. As regards the order of ^he CTT regarding the expenditure incurred 
by the assessee, we find that he has taken a correct view in the matter 
because the ITO did agree before the CITfA) that the payments stood verified. 
Therefore, we agree with the Id, counsel that after the payments stood 
verified, there was nothing adverse against the assessee to warrant the 
rejection of the payments. 
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5. Looking to the facts of die oft«e, wew^e of tile vieiv that the payments 

to the Union stand duty proved on the basis of die certlfk^te dated 
16*2-1984 obtained from the Union, and also in the light of the statement 
of Sh. Surjan Singh. When the receipt has been confirmed by the Manager, 
there is nothing to raise a suspicion. Hie Union might tc^ maintaining books 
in a manner which may not be appropriate but that also could not madte 
the assesses i^ponsible fpr the books. The payments stand verif^d by the 
'Crr(A) at the time of hearing and in the presented the ITO. The Id. counsel 
has placed reliance on a decisloiT of the Madras High Court in the case 
of K.S. Curusuiami Goudder (92 ITR 90) to put forth the proposition that 
the cost of material supi^ied to the contractor by the Govt, cannot be Included 
in the total receipts for computing the contractor’s income. On the same 
analogy, the Id counsel has submitted that the payments made for carrying 
on contract work had to be taken out from the gross receipts. Ground No. 
1 has, therefore, no force and Is rejected. 

6. Ground No. 2 in against the deletion of addition of Rs. 44,250/- made 
by the ITO on account of income from other sources. The TTO found that 
the assessee had inflated cash balance by Rs. 44,250/- by showing cash 
receipt from the FCI. The ITO was of the view that this receipt was shown 
fictitiously because payment of Rs. 50,000/- to the Union was required 
to be entered in the cash book. Therefore, the assessee Introduced his 
own funds and made a fictitious entry for Rs. 44,250/-. The CIT(A), 
however, agreed with the assessee’s contention that the amount represented 
the security money which had been already taken by the FCI from the bills. 
Sh. Surjan Singh had actually been given some money as imprest amount 
for realisation. That money was, however, returned by Sh. Surjan Singh 
and it is on account of certain confusion arising from that amount that the 
ITO took an adverse note of it. The ClTfA) looked into the nature of entries 
and found that the money was actually receivable from the FCI, but the 
entry had been made in respect of the amount which had been given to 
Sh Surjan Singh as imprest money. The CIR(A) also noted that when net 
profit rate had been applied, there was no occasion to make any other 
addition. 

7. The Id. D.R. has supported the order of the ITO whereas the Id. counsel 
hzis challenged the same on the ground that second addition was not 
warranted at all and so has been rightly held by the CIT(A). 

8. Looking to the fzu^ts of the case, we agree with the CITfA) that no further 
addition is warranted when the net profit rate has been applied after rejection 
of the books of the. assessee. Therefore, ground no. 2 also fails arid is 
rejected. 

9. In the result, the appeal stands dismissed. 
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IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shri J. Kathuria and Shri N.K. Agrawat) 

ITA No. 1383/ChandI/89 
» (Assessment Year 1986-87) 

M/s bswal Spinning Industries, Ludhiana 

vs. 

Income-tax Officer 

For the Appellant Hart Om Arora 

For the Respondent K.S. Negi 

Decided on 16-11-J994 

BAD DEBT — Bad debt becoming irrecoverabie in Asst. Years 

1986- 87 but not written off — Income-tax Officer disallowing the 
same — Bad debt written off In Asst, year 1987-88 — CIT (A) 
confirming disallowance in Asst. Year 1986-87 — ’ Held, bad debt 
be allowed in Asst. Year 1986-87 — Write off in Asst. Year 

1987- 88 only a technical default. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sectons 36(2)(iv) and 155(6). 

FACTS 

In the return filed for the assessment ifear 1986-87 the assessee did 
not make any claim for bad debt which became Irrecoverable on 
20-2-1966 when the Distt. Judge gave a final verdict and no further 
appeal was filed. The assessee made the claim for bad debt of Rs. 67226 
during the corse of assessment. But the ITO did not consider the same. 
On appeal the CIT(A) held that the debt became had In Asst. Year 

1986- 87 but as the same luas written off In the books of account In 
assessment year 1987-88 It should be allowed In assessment j/ear 

1987- 88. The assessee filed a second appeal before the Tribunal 

DECISION 

The Hon'ble Tribunal observed that the debt in question had definitely 
become bad in assessment year 1986-87 but it was not allowed as the same 
was not written off in the year under consideration. This was a hypertechnlcal 
approach on the part of CITfA). Under section 155(6) of the Act if an amount 
was written off In a subsequent year but it was found that it had become 
bad in an earlier year, then the Assessing Officer had to pass a rectificatory 
order for the earlier year and allow the bad debt. Since the debt bad beccxne 
had in the year under consideration there was nothing wrong in allowing 
the seame this year. The ITO was thus directed to allow the bad debt of 
Rs. 67,226/- during the Asst. Year 1986-87. 

Full text of the Order Is given on next page 
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ORDER 

(J. Kathurla, A.M.) 

This appeal by the assessee pertains to assessement year 198&-87. 

2. The only effective ground is against the disallowance of claim of bad 
debts of Rs. 67,226/7 In the account of M/s. Gian Chand Amir Chand. 
The assessee firm filed its return of Income for Assessment Year 
1986-87 on 30-7-1986: At that time, no claim on account of bad debts 
was made by the assessee. During the course of assessment proceedings, 
however, the assessee made a claim of bad debt of Rs. 67,226/- in the 
account of M/s. Gian Chand Anirit Qiand, on 4-11-1986. The Assessing 
Officer, howler, did not deal with this issue in the assessment order. Later 
on, the Id. CITfA) called for the comments of the Assessing Officer which 
were, however, not offered. 

3. It was explained by the assessee before the Id. CITfA) that originally 
the claim against M/s Gian Chand Amir Chaivd had been decreed in favour 
of the assessee. However, this decision was reversed in appeal by the District 
Judge on 20-2-1986. It was pointed out that though the amount In question 
had been written off in the subsequent year, the claim was allowable as 
a deduction in the year under consideration. The Id. CIT(A), however, held 
that a bad debt was allowable as deduction only. If it was written off in 
the pre.v]ous year and since the debt in question had not been written off 
in the year relevant to the assessment year 1 986-87 It was not allowable 
as a deduction. She further directed the Assessing Officer to allow this in 
the year in which the bad debt is written off. 

4. Shri Hari Om Arora, the Id. counsel for the assessee, submitted that 
this claim of the assessee had not been allowed for assessment year 
1986-87 because it had not been written off and it had also not been allowed 
in assessment year 1987-88 because no such claim had been made by the 
assessee. It was, therefore, submitted that it was ironical that the assessee 
was not getting any relief in any year. It was also pointed out that the matter 
had been finally decided by the District Judge on 20-2-1986 and that no 
further appeal had been filed before the High Court. It was subipitted that 
the Id. Crr(A) accepted the fact that the debt in question had become bad 
but directed it to allowed as a deduction only in the year In which it 
was written off. It was submitted that the view adopted by the Id. C1T(A} 
was highly technical and did not starul the scrutiny for a minute. Drawing 
our attention to the provisions contained in section 36(2)(i\4 of the Income- 
tax Act, it was pointed out that where any such debit or part thereof is 
written off as irrecoverable in the accoimts of the previous year and tfie 
Assessing Officer is satisfied that such debt or part thereof became bad 
in any earlier previous year, then the provisions of section 155f6) shall 
be applicable. It was, therefore, argued that even if the amount was actua% 
written off lo the subsequent year but the debt had become bad in the earlier 
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year, it could be allowed as a dedut^ion in the earlier year by passing order 
u/s 155(6). It was, therefore, vehemently argued that the debt which was 
admittedly bad and had been written off In the subsequent year may be 
allowed as a deduction in the year under consideration. 

5. The Id. D.R. relied on the impugned order. 

6. After carefully considering the submissions of both the sides, we find 
merit in the submissions of the Id. counsel for the assessee. The debt in 
question had definitely become bad but it was not allowed as a deduction 
in the year under consideration by the CrT(A) only because It was not written 
off In the year relevant to assessment year 1986-87. This, in our opinion, 
was hypertechnical approach on the part of the ClTfA). As rightly pointed 
out by the Id. counsel if an amount is written off in a subsequent year but 
it is found that it had become bad in an earlier year, then the Assessing 
Officer had to pass a rectiflcatory order for the earlier year and allow the 
bad debt as a deduction u/s 155(6} of the Act. Since the debt has been 
actually written off in the subsequent year and had become bad in the year 
under consideration, we do not find anything wrong in allowing the same 
as an allowable deduction in the year under consideration. We accordingly 
direct the Assessing Officer to allow bad debt of Rs. 67,226/- In the year 
relevant to assessment year 1986-87. 

7. In the result, the appeal is allowed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 32 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shrl J. Kathurla and Shri N.K. Agrawal) 

ITA No. 81 & C.O. No. 13/Chandl/90 & 

ITA No. 178/ Chandt/90 
(Assessment Year 1988-89) 

Income-tax Officer 
vs. 

M/s S.R. Foundry & vice versa 

For the Appellant K.S. Negl 

For the Respondent P.C. Jain 

Decided on 13-12-1994 

ASSESSMENT — Production found low in some months as comfMired 
to consumption of hard coke — - ITO making trading addition of 
Ra. 43,800A “ Held production depended on quality of raw 
material and of hard coke — Addition could not be sustained on 
suepictOfi Revenue sppcal dismissed with cross collection of 
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CAVTTAL GAIN «- l4iiid«<l propccty owited Mkl by .firm — 
Contldtratlon crailtted to parlnor'o capital accounts and capital 
gain shown In tha hands of partners — ITO assessing it in firm's 
hands and also shares In partner's hands if<<dd capital ifatai 
assessable In firm's hands mid not again In the hands of partners. 

Income-tail Act, 1961 Sections 45 & 145. 

FACTS 

The asseesee filed Its return of Income showing Income o/Rs. 1,05,040. 
The ITO noticed that the production was low and consumption of hard 
coke high In the months of Septernber to December, 1987 andJanuarp- 
Februarp 1988. He held, that the assessee had also done work outside 
the books of account thus made an addition ofRs. 43,800/- to the trading 
results. In appeal the assessee pleaded that the production depended 
on various factors like qualitp of raw material and hard coke used. Taking 
this Into'account and and also the results declared the CIT(A) delated 
the-addition made bp the ITO and the Revenue filed a second appeal 
and the assessee filed cross objection. 

The assessee firm owned lartded property which was sold bp the firm 
and the capital gain was divided and credited to the personal accounts 
of the partners. Since the property was owned and sold bp the firm and 
also shown as asset of the firm In Balance sheet, ITO faxed the capital 
gain of Rs. 35,300/- In the hands of firm. CIT(A) confirmed the ITO's 
order and the assessee filed second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that the consumption of hard coke had been 
shown for every month and it was only the raw material which could not 
be shown monthwise. But that could not be the sole reason on which the 
production could be held to be incorrect, The Tribunal held that the 
production in foundry depended upon various factors Including quality of 
raw materials and hard coke used. Therefore there was no justification for 
any addition. The Revenue' appeal as v.’ell as assessee's cross objection 
was this dismissed. 

As regards capital gains, following the judgments in the cases of Pearl 
Woollen Mills (123 ITR 658) and Vipin Kumar (203 ITR 941) the Hon'ble 
Tribunal held that on facts the capital gain was taxable in the hands of 
the firm but the capital gain could not be assessed again in the hands of 
the partners. The appeal was allowed in part. 

Caeca referred to : 

1. *Saj)an Bagarla (113 ITR 4301 Gauhatl 

2. Pearl Woollen Mills (123 rTR 658} P&H 

3. Vipfn Kumor (203 ITR 941) P&H • 
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Full text of the Ofder Is given below : . 

ORD^ 

(N.K. Agrawal, J.M.) 

These are cross-appeals and cross-objection relating to assessnWnt*vear 
1988-89. 

2. We shall first take up the revenue's appeal, wherein deletion of addition 

made in the trading account has been challenged. The assessee-firm derived 
income from foundry work (Cf casting). Return was filed declaring total 
income at Rs. 1,05,040/-. The Assessing Officer noted that there was 
difference in the month-wise production as against consumption of hard 
coke. Production was found to be quite low, though consumption of hard 
coke was high in certain months. -The Assessing Officer proceeded to 
determine the production, it was noted that the production was low and 
consumption of lard coke high in the months of September, October, 
Novemt^r and December, 1987 and January and February, 1988. The 
Assessing officer was of the view that the assessee had done certain work 
outside the books of account. The assessee's plea was that monthly consumption 
of hard coke was verifiable from the books and the production depended 
upon the quality of coke and raw materials. In certain months, the production 
was Indeed low, though the consumption of hard coke was high. The 
assessee's explanation was, however, not accepted and the Assaying Officer 
adopted average production at 45% and calculated the production at 73.09 
qtls. The rate of Rs. 600/- per qtl. was adopted and addition of Rs. 43,800 
was made. /» 

3. The assessee went in appeal with the plea that variation in production 
and cpnsumption of coke depended on various factors like quality of raw 
materials used. If the raw material was of thinner size or In small pieces, 
:onsumptIon of hard coke was less. If, however, the scrap was heavy and 
of thick quality, consumption of coke was said to be Mgh. It was also 
explained that during the months in question In which the consumption 
of hard coke was high, light weight Cl casting parts were manufactured. 

was pointed out that the year under consideration, the assessee had shown 
letter results in terms of total turnover as well as rate of profit. In this 
lear, the assessee showed gross profit rate of 9.81%, as against 9.69% 
shown In the precediilg year. The profit was accepted in the prmedlng 
assessment year. Since there was no defect in the books of account, rejection 
of the book results was said to be totally unwarranted. The assessee’s plea 
found favour with the first appellate authority imd the addition was deleted. 

. The Id. DiR. has sulnnitted that the assessee had shown a low percentage 
^ six months frtxn September 1987 to February 1988. Average rate of 
5% was rightly accepted. 

. The Id. counsel has. In reply, submitted that the assessee had maintained 
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hard cc^ reg^er on day-toiil^ tetals and also dw stock register of the 
raiv materials like {idg lrcm« Cl scrap, etc. It was slmf^y on suspicion that 
high comtenptlon of coke in certain months was found to be improper. 
The work Of foundry depended upon various factors, like qualify of hard 
coke and raw material as wefl as labour force, weather ccmditions, running 
of fumacej etc. 

6. Looking to the enuni facts, we are of the view that a variation in productkxi 
and consumption of hard coka had baen properly explained and there was 
no sufficient material or> record to reject the results. It is correct that in 
certain months, the consumption of hard coke was high and production 
was low but the assessee gave plausible and valid explanation 'In this regard. 
We find no reason to sustain the addition only on suspicion that the assessee 
had done production outside the books. The only reason on which the 
Assessing Officer proceeded was the absence of monthwise consumption 
of raw materials. As already seen, the consumption of hard coke had been 
shown for every month and it is only the raw material which could not 
be shown month-wise. But that could not be the sole reason on which the 
production could be held to be Incorrect. We agree with the Id counsel 
that production In foundry depended upon various factors including qualify 
of raw materials and that of hard coke. Therefore, there was no justification 
to make any addition in the trading account. 

7. The revenue’s appeal fails. 

8. The cross-objection of the assessee has not beenpressed by the Id counsel 
on the ground that the cross-appeal filed by the assessee would take care 
of the same. Therefore, the cross-objection stands dismissed as withdrawn. 

9. In the assessee’s appeal, the question relating to taxability of capita 
gains in the hands of the firm has been raised. The assessee showed capital 
gains amounting to Rs. 80,700/- on the sale of land measuring 14.66 marlas 
for Rs. 88,000/-. Cost of land was Rs. 7,300/-. The assesscc-firm divided 
the amount of capital gains amongst the three partners and credited the 
amount in their accounts. The'A.O. noted that the land in question had 
been purchased by the firm out of its own funds on J27-4-1976. The land 
was sold also by the firm. Therefore, a net capita) gain determined at 
Rs. 35,300/- was held assessable in the hands of the firm. 

10. The assessee went in appeal with the plea that the firm was not a 
distinct legal entity and, in view of that, the amount of capital was 
divided amongst the partners and was assessable in their hands. The appete 
was, however, rejected. 

11. The Id. counsel has contended that thou^ the property was owned 
by the firm but all the partners had Interest in the asset of the firm arid 
they were entitled to receive the capital gains as cojoint oumers. it was 
for this reason that sale price was transferred to the capitsd accounts of 
the three partners. 
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12. The W. D.R. has, In reply, contended that the land In quei^km had 
been purchased by the firm and was duly shown In the balance-sheet as 
the firm’s asset. There was no justification to claim the assessablHty In the 
hands of the partners. Since the land was owned by the firm, capital gain 
did arise in the hands of the firm itself and was liable to be assessed as 
such. 

13. The Id. counsel has, in counter-reply, submitted that though the land 
was purchased out of capital of the firm but it was not a trading asset and, 
in thd'eye of law, the three partners were cojoint owners. The transfer 
of sale price to the capital accounts of the partners was a correct step. 
It has been alternatively argued that, if at all, the amount of capital gain 
is held to be assessable in the hands of the firm, the same could not be 
made assessable in the hands of the partners. Out attention has been drawn 
to a decision of the Gauhati High Court in the case of Sajjan Bagaria (113 
ITR 430). That was a case where certain capital had been earned by a 
firm and one of the partners claimed certain expenditure for the purposes 
of deduction. It was held that the partner was entitled to claim deduction 
for the amount which he had spent for acquiring the interest in the house 
property from which the capital gain had arisen. We, howe\er, fincl that 
the said decision was entirely on a different question and, therefore, does 
not help the assessee in respect of the proposition that the amount of capital 
gain was not liable to be again assessed in the hands of the partners. On 
the other hand, it appears from the said decision that the amount of^apital 
gain was liable to be taxed in the hands of the partners. Our attention has 
next been drawn to a decision of the Punjab and Haryana High Court In 
the case of Pearl Woollen Mills (123 ITR 658). That was a case where 
the assessee-firm' made some capital gain on the sale of spindles. It was 
held that the firm had no legal existence and the partnership property vested 
In all the partners. During the subsistence of partnership, no partner can, 
however, deal with any portion of the property as his own nor can he assign 
his interest In a specific Htem of the partnership property to anyone. His 
right is to obtain such profiL if any, as fell to his share from time to time. 
It was held that the assess^-flrm was liable to tax in respect of capital 
gains. As regards assessabillt^ in the hands of the partners, it was held 
that the profits/ gains could not be taxed in the hands of the firm as well 
as In the hands of the partners. '^e Id. counsel has contended that the 
said decision ,^uarely applied to\the present case and, therefore, the 
assessee’s alternate plea must be Accepted. Reliance is also placed on 
another decision of the jurisdictional High Court in the case of l/lpin Kumar 
(203 ITR 941) for the proposition that a partner was entitled to exemption 
u/s 5(l){iv) on the around that the property of the firm was really the property 
of the partners. 

14. The Id. D.R. has, on the other hand, contended that the alternate plea 
of the Id. counsel was not to be accepted because the amount of capital 
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gains ^bod on no dlfferi^t footing than a business tn^wne. If a business 
income was eubjected to ,as8essmait in die hands of die firm, as also In 
the hands of the partner afhur dtvh^. ^ sanme princ^ insist appht hi 
the ease of capital gains also. 

15. We have considered die rival contentions and we are of the view diat 
the capital gain was assessable in dw hands of the firm Inasmuch as the 
property was own^ by the firm and also sold by it. It had been shown 
as its asset in the balance-sheet. The decision of die Jurisdictional High 
Court (supra) is found to be applicable on all fours and, in that view of 
the matter, we hold that die amount of capital gain was liable to tax In 
the hand of the firm. So far as alternate plea of the Id. counsel is concerned, 
we again rely upon the decision of the jurisdictional High Court and following 
the same, we agree with the Id. counsel that the amount of capital gains 
could be assessed again in the hand of the partners. 

16. The assessee’s appeal is partly allowed with the observation that the 
net capital gain amounting to Rs. 35,350/- was liable to tax in the hands 
of the firm but not again in the hands of the partners. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 37 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
DELHI BENCH ‘B’, DELHI 
(Before Shri R.M. Mehta and Shri N.D. Raghavan) 
ITA No. 2211 (Del.) of 1994 
(Assessment Year 1989-90) 

M/s R.S. Distributors 


Income-tax 

For the Appellant 
For the Respondent, 
Decided on 


vs. 

Officer Ward No. 2, Najibabad 

Bal Krishan Bhargava and R.K. Malik 
Smt. Mitali Madhusmita 

: 31-M995 


PENALTY — Asseaeee filing Audit report on 21-11-1989 together 
with the return of income — ITO imposing penalty u/s 27 IB for 
(allure to file the Audit report before the specified date which 
was 31-10*1989 — Held return having not been filed u/s 139(1) 
or 142(l)(i), penalty u/s 271B not attracted. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 139(1), 142(1) & 27 IB 

FACTS 


For the assessment year 1989-90 the assessee obtained the Audit report 
u/s 44AB on 14-10-1989 he. before the specified date viz. 31-10-1989. 
However, the same was filed alongwith return on 21-1 1-1989.’ Since ■ 
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the Audit report wa$ filed bp the tueetne bepond the epedfted dot 
the Income-tax Officer Impoeed a penaltp of Re, 50,7^ li% 271B 
the Income-tax Act rejecting 4he assesses 'I plea that tfie returfi ham 
been filed u/s 139(4) penaltp u/s 271B was not attrtwted. ClT(A)eohflrme> 
the order of the ITO. 

DECISION 

Following Tribunal decision In /TO vs. Mohinder Kumar (42 ITD 385) thi 
Hon’ble Tribunal held that after the amendment brought about by thi 
Finance Act, 1988 w.e.f. Assessment Yearl989-90 the audit report wa 
required to be appended abnghvith the return filed u/s 139(1) or filed : 
response to a notice under clause (0 of sub-section (1) of section 142. Sine 
in this case the audit report had been obtained on 14-10-1989 i.e. befor 
the specified date and the return filed was neither u/s 139(1) nc 
.u/s 142(l)(i), penalty u/s 27 IB was not attracted and the same was directe 
to be deleted. . 

Cases referred to : 

1. B.C. Mohan os. ACIT (1993) 45 ITD 251 (Bang.) Trlb. 

2. ITO os. Mohinder Kumar (1992) 42 ITD 385 (Del.) SMC (Trlb.) 

Full text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(R. M. Mehta. A.D.) 

This appeal is directed against the order passed by the Commissioner o 
Income-tax (Appeals) confirming thereby a penalty of Rs. 50,720/- tmposec 
on the assesses by the Income tax Officer under section 27 1 -B of the Income 
tax Act. 

The assessee in this case filed its return of incoine on 21-1 1'989 as agains 
the due date of 31st Oct., 1989. It also filed alongwith the return the audi 
report in the prescribed forms viz. 3CB nd 3CD. On the ground that th( 
assessee had not complied with the provisions of section 44-AB read wltl 
section 27 1-B the Income tax Officer initiated penalty proceedings unde 
the latter section. As per the penalty order the opportunities provided t( 
the assessee were not availed off and in the ultimate analysis, the penalt] 
In quetion came to be imposed by means of an order dated 26-2-199' 

Being aggrieved the assessee came up in appeal to the Commissioner c 
Income-tax (Appeals) and at which stage it was submitted that the returi 
was filed late because of the illness of one of the partners and an affidavi 
in support was also placed on the record. The further submission was t( 
the effect that penalty could be levied only if the return was filed unde 
section 139(1) or in compliance to a notice under section 142(1} and no 
when the return was filed under section 139(4) as was the situation in th( 
present case. The aforesaid arguments did not find favour with th« 
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ConinrisaloMr of !iloom»>taK viho proceeded to conftrai the 

penaHir fiHdnlir tan ttwfRwnd Ihid the iwiewee had Mid to Me the audit 
n^o«tMrinllietimeaiDiveduiukrfeetionl99U)and«Mioiitaiea9onOble 
cauae. 

We have heard taotti tiie parties and have also penned the order* pas*e4 
by die tax authortties. The Ictue raised for our consideration is covered 
in favour of the astessee fay numerous Judgments of the Tribunal, but it 
would suffice if we ref«r to only two such decisions as under 

Q) B.C Mohon os. Asstl. OT (1993) (45 ITO 251) (Bang.) 

00 Income-tax Officer vs. MofitnderKumar (1992) (42 l.T.D. 385) (Del) 
(SMQ. 

On quite identical facts the Tribunal in the aforesaid two decisions had taken 
a view that penat^^ under section 271*6 could not be Imposed. We find 
it necessary to reproduce the Mowing observations from the Jud^nent of 
the Tribunal in the case of ITO vs. Mohinder Kumar (supra) : 

“The penalty under section 271-B could not be sustained either in law 
or on the facts of the present case because the Mjdit report dated 
26-9-1989 was awtdable with the assessce prior to the specified date 
i.e. 31-10-1989. This was the requirement of section 271-B read with 
section 44AB prior to the amendment brought about by the Fiiumce 
Act, 1988 with effect from assessment year 1989-90 provided that the 
audit report was acquired to be appended alongwlth tire return to a 
notice under clause (i) of sub-section (1) of section 142. Under the 
aforesaid two situatioru a penalty under section 271-B was provided 
for any lapse. Therefore, the penalty could not be sustained in as much 
as the return filed by the assessee on 21-11-89 could not be treated 
as a return filed under section 139(1) and it was not the department 
case that notice under sectfon 142(1)0) was issued to the assessee asking 
him to file a return. It was only under the aforesaid two situations that 
a penalty under section 271^ was attracted consequent to the non- 
filing of an audit report. Accordingly, the order of penalty could not 
be sustained.” 

In the present case it is not disputed before us that the audit report was 
obtained by the assessee on 14th October, 1989 i.e. prior to the “specified 
date" which was 31st October, 1989. ft is only the return of income which 
was filed late by a period of 21 days and this delay could be penalised under 
section 271-B. 

The facts being absolutely identical in the present app^ we foBowbig the 
aforesaid two decfdons of the Tribimal, cancel the poiaSty of Rs. 50,720 
imposed under section 271-B. 

far the r^lt, the appeal is allowed. 
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SUMMARY OF APPELLATE TRIBUNAL DECiSiONi 


(1995) 126 Taxation 40 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
DELHI BENCH ‘B’ 


(Before Shrl Vlmal Gandhi. Judicial Member and 
Shri G.D. Agrawal, Accountant Member) 

IT Appeal No. 1643 (Delhi) of 1990 
(Assessment Year 1987-88) 

Foramcr S.A. France 


vs. 

Dy. Commissioner of Income-tax (Assessment) 

For the Appellant S.P, Purl 

For the Respondent Smt. Surabhl Stnha 

Decided on 30-12-1993 

DOUBLE TAXATION AVOIDANCE TREATY : PROVISIONS TO 
OVERRIDE THE BASIC LAW OF INCOME-TAX. 


Assessee. a French Company — * Computing In accordance with 
the Double Taxation Avoidance Treaty claiming the set off of losses 
from one contract against the income of another contract — A.O. 
applying the provisions of S. 44BB taxed the Company at flat 
rate of 10% — CIT(A) holding the provisions of treaty to override 
S. 44BB but directing to restrict depreciation on Straight line 
method only and without recourse to Income-tax Act — IT AT 
rejecting Cn'\A)’s restriction on adopting SLM as against WDV 
rates provided in the Act. 

• Income-tax Act, 1961— Ss. 44BB & 90; 

Circular 333 dated 2-4-1982; 

Indo-French Double Taxation Avoidance Treaty dated 26-3-1969. 

FACTS 

The assessee, a French Compani> haoing.the following contracts awarded 
by Oil & Natural Gas Commission .- 

Contract dated 17th October, 1986 for carrying drilling operations In 
off-shore Bombay area through appellant's own rig lied' Amsterdam 
(hereinafter referred for brevity sake IDA); & contract dated 24th March, 
1987 for carrying on manning and management services on the Drillship 
Sagar Vl}ay owned by ONGC chimed set off of loss of IDA against the 
income of Sagar Vijay Contract and further claimed that the net loss 
which was mainly on account of depreciation amounting toRs. 9,55,59, 728 
should be carried forward. The DCIT, however, held that section 44BB 
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440ff of the fnoime-iwc Act With regard M &^r.VtJay Contrtat, 
DCIT appited the provttlons of article xvt of the treaty on Sopar Ifijay 
Contract Iw treating the proceeds as fees for techniatf services and 
restricting the expenses Incurred In India. On appeal the CIT(A) set aside 
the assessment with following cfirections >' 

(a) That section 44BB does not override article III of the Treatg for the 
computation of Income of IDA contract. 

(b) That Industrial or Commercial profits arising out ofoperatlons carried 
out through IDA are to be computed as per article HI after deducting 
the expenses Incurred from the gross proceeds. 

(c) That depreciation being the wear and tear of the rig is an outgoing 
of the business and Is allowable on straight line basis on accounting 
principlle than as per the provisions of Income-tax Act. 

(d) That the wear and tear of the rig and Its quantification Is to be arrived 
at with reference to Its cost. Its age, the nature of asset, the condition 
In which It Is used, Its maintenance with the age factor being predomi- 
nant. The wear and tear In each year of the use outside India should 
be deducted In arising at the actual state of the rig before Its use In 
India. 

(e) That straight line method of determination of depreciation to be 
adopted without recourse to the provisions of Income-tax Act. 

The assessee being still aggrieved claimed that the depreciation, while 
computing Income from IDA contract under the treaty, be allowed as 
per provisions of the Income-tax Act. 

DECISION 

The Assessing Officer or CITfA) in their orders, or learned D.R. during 
the course of hearing of appeal, could not bring to notice any provision 
in the Treaty defining WDV or providing any method for computation of 
depreciation. On the other hand, sub-article (2) of article II clearly provides 
that terms rvot defined in the agreement would have the meaning which 
these should have under the law in the Contracting State. Here, ‘‘C 9 ntracting 
State" is India and relevant law is Income-tax Act, 1961. Thus there is 
no scope but to refer to the Indian Income-tax Act, 196 1 for adopting written 
down value and rates at which depreciation should be allowed. Sub-article 
(3) of Article III further provided that while determining commercial profits, 
all reasonable deductions are to be allowed. It is difficult to content that 
provisions relating to aDowance of depreciation under the Indian Income- 
tax Act for computing business income do not relate to reasonable deduction. 
The Circular No, 333 dated 2-4-1982 of CBDT and decision of Hon'ble 
Calcutta High Court in the case of Davy Ashmore India Ltd. 90 ITR 626 
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also enjoin that ba<lc law i.e. Income-tax Act wlH govern Ibe taxatton of 
Income where there is no spedftc provlston in the agreement^ gown^ 
the situation. Thus, even when commercial profits are determbiad with 
reference to Treaty, the depredation is to be computed and aSowed tmder 
the Income-tax Act. The aforesaid conclusion is furdrer strengdiened by 
pn>vlsion of sub-sec. (2) to section 90 of the Act relating to douUe taxation 
avoidance treaties inserted by the Fiirance (No. 2) Act, 1991 wldi effect 
from 1-4-1972. The said sub-section provides as under 

“Where the Central Government has entered into an agreement with 
the Government of any country outside India under sub-sec. (1) for 
granting relief of tax, or as the case may be, avoidance of total taxation, 
then, in relation to the assesses to whom such agreement applies, the 
provisions of this Act shall apply to the extent they are more beneficial 
to that assesses." 

In the result, assessee's appeal is allowed in terms stated above. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 42 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shri J. Kathuria, Accountant Member and 
Shri N.K. Agrawal, Judicial Member) 

IT Appeal Nos. 299 & 1169 (Chandi) 1989 
(Assessment Year 1982-83) 

Sh. S.K. Singh Kaintal 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 
For the Appellant D.S. Gupta 

For the Respondent D.V, Arbra 

Decided on 10-5-1994 

PENALTY FOR CONCEALMENT i WHERE THE ADDITION TO 
INCOME WAS SUSTAINED DUE TO LACK OF SUFFICIENT 
EVIDENCE ONLY HELD NOT TO BE A CASE OF POSITIVE AND 
DEUBERATE CONCEALMENT. 

Aeeeesee filing return of income — Enhanced aubetantially in 
aseeesment One of the major additions related to a credit in 
savings bank account which was partly reduced by the Tribunal 
in quantum appeal — Held, that alone could not be treated to 
be sufficient to bold that the aesessee made any deliberate attempt 
to conceal particulars of Income — S. 271(lHc) of the Income- 
tax Act^ 1961. 

A.O. also leving penalty u/9'273(l)(b) — Assessee eubmltting that 
since last year's income was biriour the prescrRied of 
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Hf, li^OO/*. no odvone* ton wot piqnibto AitwnMd 

tneonui liolfig imkli M>ov« tiM itfipMm nmit ^ C3T<iM oot^railfis 
0«ao]ty • 20% ITAT on faet* rodticifiB Ote tamo to 10%^ 

rocome-tax Act, 1961 — S. 273(l)(b). 

PACTS 

The assessee returned Income at Rs. 3,785/- from busineaa and agri- 
cultural Income at Rs. 24,000/-. The Assessing Officer made certain 
additions and the gssessment was formed at Rs. 8,63,320/-, Penalty 
notice was issued. .One addition which was made by the A.O, related 
to the profits earned by the assessee on the sale of plots at Rs. 28,656/ 
-, Another addition was made at Rs. 24,144/- as profits earned from 
sale of plots In the name of the assessee'a wife. Third addition was made 
at Rs. 1,17,067/-. The assessee's second appeal before the Tribunal was 
partly allowed. 

The AO Imposed penalty @ 20% of tax u/i 273(l)(b). Total penalty 
Imposed was Rs. 1,13,450/-. It was noted by the AO. In penalty proceedings 
that the tax payable on assessed Income was Rs. 1,48,271/- os against 
which the assessee paid advartce-tax at Rs. 6^000/- only. No statement 
of aduance-tax was submitted by the assessee. Total income was ulti- 
mately found to be much aboue the taxable limit. CIT(A) accepted the 
assessee's plea that the total Income In the earlier year was below the 
prescribed limit of Rs. 1 5,000/- and, therefore, no aduance-tax was 
payable In this year. That Is said to be a valid ground for not paying 
aduance-tax. The CITfA) sustained the penalty at 20% of the tax. 

DECISION 

As regards profits earned on the sale of plots, the issue had been remanded 
back to the A.O. for determining the cost of land purchased by the assessee. 
So far as additions of Rs. 28,656/- and Rs. 24,144/- are concerned, the 
matter stood remitted back and. therefore, no penalty could be le\4ed on 
these two amounts. As regards the third addition made at Rs. 1,17,067 
though the addition has been partly sustained at Rs. 72,000/- by the 
Tribunal, that alone could not be treated to be sufficient to hold that the 
assessee made any deliberate attempt to conceal particulars of income. 
Savings bank account did show the deposits and it is only on an examination 
of those deposits that the assessee was required to furnish proof of thfe 
source of that money. The assessee’s explanation was not accepted but 
that would not mean that the assessee made any deliberate attempt towards 
concealment of particulars of income. In the absence of sufficient proof, 
the explanation of assessee came to be rejected. That alone would hot 
esfart>U8h that there was any po^tive or deliberate concealment. In these 
circumstances, mere sustaining of addition on the basis of entries in the 
savings bank account would not warrant a conclusion that the assessee did 
conceal certain particulars of ir)C(»ne. it was lack of sufficient evidence for 
u^lch the addition was sustained in part. In the circumstanaces of the case, 
penalty cannot be sustained u/s 271<lKc) in the absence of any positive 
and ddiberate concealment nudte by die assessee. Therefore, the penalty 
is deleted. 
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The asMfsee's explanation wa< not accepted for want of suffkdent prox^. 
Therefore, the appeal is par% allowed and the A. O. is directed to ccaiumtte 
the penalty at the minimum leviable l.c. at 10%. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 44 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
BOMBAY BENCH ‘E* 

(Before Shri P.J. Gordia, Accountant Member and 
Shrl M.K. ChaturvedI, Judicial Member) 

IT Appeal No. 6780 (Bom.) of 1989 
(Assessment Year 1987-88) 

P.L. Chaudharl 
vs. 

Incotne-t2uc Officer 

For the Appellant P.L. Chaudharl 

For the Respondent S.K. Jha 

Decided on 26-7-1994 

CAPITAL GAINS : REPUTATION OF A CHARTERED ACCOUNT- 
ANT WHICH FACILITATED THE TRANSFER OF HIS CLIENTS TO 
ANOTHER C.A. HELD TO BE CREATED AS SELF GENERATED 
ASSET AND THUS OUTSIDE THE PURVIEW OF CAPITAL GAIN. 

Asseesee, a practising Chartered Accountant under the name of 
M/s P.L.C. — Transferring his clientele to another practising C.A. 
under the name of C.R.B. due to old age — CRB paying Rs. 2.01 
lacs to M/s PLC as a consideration towards such transfer — * 
Assessee claiming it to be exempt from capital gains as it was 
for goodwill which Is a self generated asset — Revenue taxing the 
same holding it not to be a case of goodwill as the practice was 
not sold alongwith the name Held, the ‘reputation* of the 
assessee only, facilitated such transfer of clientele hrom one C.A. 
to another and the same was a self generated asset beyond the 
ken of Capital Gain Tax. * 

Income-tax Act, 1961. 

FACTS 

Due to old age, the assessee, a C,A, decided to transfer his practice 
to one M/fs C.R.B for a consideration of Rs. 2,01,000 with effect from 
1-2-1986. As per letter Issued by the Institute of Chartered Accountants 
of India dated 14th April, 1987, certificate of prentice was cancelled 
with effect from 1st Aprif, 1987. The assessee Issued a letter dated 
1-2-19^ to h(,« clients. It was vehement!]; contended that the assessee 
manifested his Intention to transfer the goodwill of the firm In the letter 
by his conduct, but on certain technical grounds, the consideration 
received on transfer was subjected to tax. It was argued that the amount 
was received by the asussee for relinquishing certain rights for which 
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tfw iicqubiltfdn cd«t ^t *ntf ! Thertfon, th^ cose p/ oss^see fiUfi 
oA&itn the ambit of tht ratio laid down bp the Apex Court, In the cane 
of err os. B.C. Srin/wasa Setty (1981) 128 ITR 294 (SC). 

' DECISION 

“QoodwUr may be taken in the words of Lord Qdon /In Cruttwel uf. Lye 
17 ves. 335» as die pr(^»^Illty that the old customers vdlt resort to the 
old place. In the ipstant case, R was found diat old customers of the assess^ 
were advised to go to a place recommended by the assessee. If an assessee 
sells his practice alongv^th the name. It Is treated as transfer of goodwill. 
In the instant case, the assessee transferred hls practice. The transferee 
was a Chartered Accountant.. He was carrying on hls practice. He took 
over the practice of the assessee for a consideration of Rs. 2,01,000/- 
.. The transfer took place subject to the terms specified in the letter dated 
1-2-1986. h was specified in the said letter that the practice of M/s PLC, 
C.A. will be taken over by M/s C.R.B. with effect from 1-2-1986. Shrl 
P.L.C. will not undertake any work in his personal capacity on or after 
1-2-1986. However, he will continue with a certificate of practice granted 
by the Institute of Chartered Accountant of India, New Delhi. It was explained 
at the time of hearing that continuation of practice for sometime was only 
to facilitate the transfer. The certificate of practice was retained only for 
that purpose. As soon as the purpose got fulfilled, the certificate of practice 
was surrendered. It was also submitted by the assessee that after the transfer 
of practice the assessee did not earn anything from practice save and except 
the old outstanding dues, a list of wdiich was furnished. Having regard to 
the facts and circumstances of the case it was held that the assessee received 
Rs. 2,01,000/- on account of the reputation which facilitated the transfer 
of clients from one firm to another. The ‘reputation’ which facilitated the 
transfer of files was created during the course of profession which assessee 
carried for 28 years. No cost of acquisition was paid for the same. It was 
self generated. In view of the decision of the Apex Court in the case of 
B.C. SrfnfuQSa Settp (supra) the amount of consideration received on 
transfer is beyond the ken of capital gains tax. 
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IN THE INCOME TAX. APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
DELHI BENCH ‘D’ 

(Before Shri R.M. Mehta, Accountant Member 
and Shrl M.A. Bakhshi, Judicial Member) 

IT Appeal No. 2216 {Delhi)vof 1990 
Assessment Year 1988^89) 

Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 

vs. 

Jakshiia HandUoom Industries 
For the Appellant S.C. Gupta 

Decided on 24-10-1994 
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FIRM . THE SHARES OF THE PARTNERS TQ RE AULOCMED 
WiraOUT ADDWG BACK DEDUCTION ALLOWED TO THE JiRM 


U/S 32AB. 

Asmmcf a firm making a claim u/a 32AB — A.O. allowing the 
•ame but adding it back for allocating parther’a share Incomes 
~ DC1T(A) directing the A.O. not to include the deduction allowed 
to the firm while making the share allocation — DCIT(A)'s View 
upheld 


Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 32AB 8 l 182. 


FACTS 


The assessee had made a claim under section 32AB which u>d« allowed 
by the Assessing Officer In computing Income of the firm. This deduction, 
however, was added back for the purpose of apportionment of shares 
amongst the partners. The Deputy Commissioner (Appeals) relying upon 
a decision of the Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals), Kama/, In the 
case of M/s Life International, Karnal allowed the appeal of the assessee 
and directed the Assessing Officer not to Include the deduction allowed 
to the firm under section 32AB while making the share allocation. 

DECISION 


Once the Income of the firm is assessed, the share income has got to be 
allocated in accordance with section 182. The question of double deduction 
under section 32AB would arise In the cases of partners of the firm and 
not In the case of the firm itself. As far as the firm is concerned, It is not 
disputed that the deduction under section 32AB Is permissible. When income 
of the firm is determined under section 143(3) or 144 the share has to 
be allocated amongst the partners under section 182 and thereafter, if 
deduction is claimed by the partner under section 32AB, such deduction 
is prohibited as the similar deduction has been allowed in the case of the 
firm. The proviso Inserted by the Finance Act of 1987, is to prevent double 
deduction, once in the hands of the firm and then again in the hands of 
the partners. This could be possible but for the proviso If the ratio of the 
Supreme Court in the case of CIT vs. Ramniklal Kotharl (1969) 74 ITR 
57 is taken into consideration. In the said case, their Lordships of the 
Supreme Court have held that the business carri^ on by the firm is also 
business carried on by the partners. The partners as such could claim 
deduction under section 32AB by making a deposit in IDBI in respect of 
share Income of the firm. This has been prohibited by the proviso to section 
32AB. Held, the Assessing Officer having acted in contravention of provisions 
of section 182, the Deputy Commissioner (Appeals) was Justified in reversing 
his order and directing to allocate die income of the firm amongst the 
partners without adding back deduction allowed to the firm under section 
32AB. 





ScammificifipptM 4f 

I1995> 126 TaaoHloii 47 <Trlli.l 
IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TROSUNAL 
DELHI BENCH ‘C 

(Before Shrt VImal Gancfiil, Judicial Member 
and %rl R^. Mehta, Accountant MemWr) 

Mlsc. Appeal Nos. 84 & 85 (Delhi) of i994 
In WT Appeal Nos. 1473 & 1474 (Delhi) of 1989 
(Assessment Year 1984-85) 

Deputy Commissioner of Welilth-t6x 

vs. 

Sanjay Singh Sandhu 

For the Appellant S.C. Gupta 

For the Resporwient P.N. Mehta 

Decided on : 27-10-1994 

RECnnCATION : ITAT S DECISION HELD TO BE RECTIFIABLE, 
WHERE THE SAME WAS BASED, ON A HIGH COURT JUDGMENT 
WHICH LATER ON CAME TO BE OVERRULED BY HON’BLE 
SUPREME COURT. 

Revenue pointing, out an error apparent from the records In the 
orders pasied by the ITAT — Contending that the orders of ITAT 
were based on a decision of Hon'ble Delhi High Court which 
subsequently came to be overruled by the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
— Held, the revenue’s contention required to be accepted. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 154 & 254(2). 

FACTS 

Revenue Bought to point out an error apparent from the record In the 
orders passed bp the Tribunal contending In the process that the orders 
of the Tribunal were based on the decision of the Hon'ble Delhi High 
Court In the case of Sharbatl DeuI JhaJanl vs. CWT (1986) 159 ITR 549 
which decision subsequentip came to be over-ruled bp the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court In the case of Bharat Harl Singhania us. CWT (1994) 
207 ITR. It was submitted that an order which was a good order at the 
time when It was passed map subsequentip reveal a mistake apparent 
from the record In the light of a subsequent Supreme Court decision 
and the authorities which passed the earlier order were dutp-bound to 
rectifp the same so as to eliminate the said error. It was further submitted 
that the law laid down bp the Hon’ble Supreme Court luas not a 
declaration of law from the date of the Judgment of the Supreme Court 
but the law as It ought to have been qll along from the date on which 
0 particular provision was brought oh the statute book: 

DECISION 

The Tribunal has accepted similar submissions on the part of the Department 
in the case of Shashi Raj Kapoor (1987) 21 ITD 406 (Bom.) accepting 
the miscellaneous api^ication filed by them consequent to a Supreme Court 
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decision delivered after the Jtalgment of the Special Bench of the Tribunal 
at Bombay taking a view to the ctmtrary. Their Lordsh^ of the Hon'ble 
Kerala High Court in the case of Kll Kotagirl Tea & Coffee Estatee Co. 
Ltd. (1988) 174 ITR 579 (Ker.) observed as follows In deling with a Issue 
which was identical to the one under our consideration 

"An order of assessment baMd upon an Interpretation or application 
of law which is ultimately found to be wrong In die light of Judicial 
pronouncements rendered subsequently, discloses a mistake apparent 
from the record. When the court decides a matter, it does not make 
the law in any sense but aR it does is that it interprets the law and 
states what the law has always been and must be understood to have 
been. Where an order is made by an authority on the basis of a particular 
decision, the reversal of such decision in further proceedings wiU Justify 
a rectification of the order based on that decision." 

“Section 254(2) and section 154 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 enable 
the concerned authorities to rectify any mistake apparent from the 
record.’ The said expression has a wider content than the expression 
’error apparent on the face of the record’ occurring in order 47, rule 
1 of the Civil Procedure Code, 1908. The restrictions on the power 
of review under order 47, rule 1, do not hold good in the case of section 
254(2) and section 154 of the income-tax Act. Even for the purpose 
of Order 47, rule 1 of the Civil Procedure Code, 1908, which is more 
restrictive, a subsequent binding authority taking a different view of law 
is a good ground for review, on the ground thj^t the order sought to 
» be reviewed passed on an antecedent decision, which stands overruled, 
constitutes an error apparent on the face of the record." 

In the light of the discussion in the preceding paras, held that the applications 
fUed by the revenue are required to be accepted and that there is a mistake 
apparent from the record in the orders passed by the Tribunal vis-a-vis 
the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court In the case of Bharat Harl 
Singhania (supra) as also Sharbatl Devi Jhalanl (supra), the latter also 
having been disposed of by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Civil Appeal 
Nos. 1591 to 1596 of 1991. As a result of the aforesaid discussion the 
orders passed by the Commissioner of Wealth-tax (Appeal^ in both the 
cases are reversed. 
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IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

(Before Shrl M.A.A. Khan and Shri Pradeep Parikh) 

ITA No. 512/JP/1994 
(Assessment Year 1989-90) 

Shri Shyam Sunder Gupta 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 

For the Appellant N.M. Ranka 

For the Respondent S.P. Singh 

Decided on 22-12-1994 

I FOREIGN GIFTS — Assessee receiving 5 gifts of Rs. 5000 cash 
from one Shri P.K.J. in London. — Filing donor’s confirmation 
& Bank’s certificate — ITO found assessee had no relatlonslp etc. 
with donor there was no occasion for such gifts — He held the 
gifts shown and treated assessee’s own income — Held assessee 
failed to prove genuineness of gifts — Addition confirmed. 

ADDITIONS (i) For low withdrawals ITO making addition of 
Rs. 11600 — Held ITO Justified in estimating household expenses 
@ Rs. 2000 P.M. — Addition confirmed. 

(ii) Assessee’s wife filed return declaring Income of Rs. 12,500 

— ITO treating it to be assessec’s Income — Held 12,500 wife’s 
income was from sale of her stock in hand — Addition deleted. 

(iii) Addition of Rs. 5000/- made in assessee’s hands being the 
income shown in the status of HUF — Held HUF had no business 

— Addition confirmed. 

(iv) Assessee depositing Rs. 60,000 in own S/B A/c & Rs. 50000 
in wife’s S/B a/c — Rs. 50,000 held to be sale price of asscssee’s 
wife's stock in hand and addition deleted — Addition of 
Rs. 60,000 upheld. 

INTEREST : Interest charged u/s 234B & 234C to be recalinilated 
after consequential relief allowed. 

FACTS 

For the assessment ifear 1989-90 assessee filed his return declaring 
Income from property and other sources. The ITO noted that during 
the year the assessee had reoelaed flue gifts of Rs. SpOO/- each from 
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one Shrl Pawan Kumar Jafn of London. Assessee filed his confirmation 
as well as Bank’s certificate In that regard. ITOenqulred about assessee’s 
relationship with Shrl Jain and his address In India or of his relations 
In this country and also the occasslon for such gifts. Assessee Informed 
Shrl Jain was his friend and met him In Kathmandu for few days. No 
other relationship or occasion for gifts. ITO treated the sum ofRs. 25000 
as assessee’s Income holding that the gifts were sham. Assessee’s family 
consisted of 5 members. Total withdrawals were 7900/-. ITO estimated 
expenses at Rs. 2000/- P.M. and added back Rs. 16100/-. 

Return of Income declaring Income ofRs. 1 2,500/- was filed In assessee’s 
wife’s name showing as profits from Malkhata, the goods of wife’s 
business having been sold In Kathmandu forRs. 77,500/-. ITO disbelieved 
this story and created Rs. 12,500/- as assessee’s Income. ITO also added 
Rs 5000/- os Income of assessee which was shoum In the status of 
assessee’s HUF by the assessee. 

In addition to the above the ITO noticed one deposit one Rs. 60,000 
In assessee’s S.B. account and Rs 50,000/- deposited In wife’s S/B 
account. The assessee’s plea of correlation of these deposits with earlier 
withdrawts and sale of wife’s stocks In Kathmandu was rejected and 
the deposits were treated as assessee’s income. Interest tVs 234B and 
234C was also charged. 

DECISION 

Regarding gifts from Shrl Jain the Tribunal observed that establishment of 
the identity and creditworthines of the giver would not necessarily establish 
the genuineness of the transaction. The relationship between the parties 
and their conduct and behavior in relation to the transaction are relevant 
factors in considering a transactin as genuine or otherwise. It is particularly 
so when the transaction was gratutous and takes place between strangers 
and that too at no auspicious or special occasion. The circumstances 
attending on the alleged transaction as also the conduct and behaviour of 
the parties were clearly such as went against the genuineness of the 
transaction. The addition was thus held to be Justified. The addition on 
account of low withdrawals for household expenses was also confirmed as 
the estimate by the ITO at Rs. 2000/- P.M. for five members qi the family 
was considered reasonable. 

About Rs. 12,500/- treated as assessee’s income the Hon’ble Tribunal held 
that assessee had sold his wife’s stocks in Kathmandu for Rs 7,75,00/- 
as against Its value of Rs. 65,000/-. 'This addition was thus deleted. The 
addition of Rs. 5000/- on account of income shown in HUF return was 
confirmed in assessee’s hands as the Tribunal held that there was no evidence 
for the HUF Having done any. business. 

In regard to the addition of Rs. 60,000/- In assessee’s hands on account 
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of deposit in assessee’s Savings Bank account, the Hontile Tribunal rejected 
the story^ of correlation of withdrawals and confirmed the addition made 
by the ITO. The addition of Rs. 50,000/- on account of deposit in wife’s 
account was, however, deleted holding that It represent^ the sale proceeds 
of assessee’s wife’s stocks sold in Kathmamdu. Lzistly the interest charged 
u/s 234B and 234C was directed to be recalculated after allowing the above 
reliefs. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Shrl Meenakshi Mills Ltd. vs. CIT 31 ITR 28 (SC) 

2. A. Govind Rajulu Mudalliar vs. CIT 34 ITR 807 (SC) 

3. Chaturbhuj & Co. vs. CIT 36 ITR 386 (All.) 

4. Ram Kishen Das Munnalal 41 ITR 452 (All.) 

5 . Smt. Saroj Slrselewala ITA No. 45/JP/91 • 

6. Lai Chand Kaira vs. CIT 22 CTR 135 (P&H) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(M.A.A. Khan, JM) 

The assessce is in appeal from CIT(A)’s order dated 2-2-1994 for A.Y. 
1989-90 on the following points, viz. 

(1) Addition of Rs. 25,00Cy- on account of gifts ; 

2. The assessee is an individual earning Income from property and other 
sources. For A.Y. 1989-90 the assessee filed his return of income on 
25-12-1989 declaring total income at Rs. 18,200/-. On examining the 
return and the statement of income filed alongwith the return the Assessing 
Officer (AO) noted that the assessee had shown to have received five gifts 
of Rs. 5,000/- each from the Shrl Pawan Kumar Jain in London. In support 
of such claim the assessee had filed the photostat copy of a letter from 
Midland Bank PLC, London stating that a Bank draft of Rs. 15,000/- was 
being sent to the assessee as per instruction of the aforesaid Shrl Jain. 
Certificate dated 8-4-1989 from State Bank of Bikairer & Jaipur, Branch 
Srlganganagar was further filed to show that die balance amount of 
Rs. 10,000/- was also received for the assessee from the said Shri Jain. 
The A.O. required the assessee to file confirmations of the gifts from Shrl 
Jain and also to tell his address in India as also his relationship/inttmacy 
with Shri Jain. Despite opportunities given to the assessee on 1 1-10-1991, 
24-10-1991, 20-11-1991 and26-ll-1991 he could not furnish the required 
information and simply stated that Shri Jain had stayed with him in 
Kathmandu (Nepal) for a month or so and it was out of Iwe and affection 
resulting from that friendship that Shri Jain had gifted die amount of 
Rs. 25,000/- to him. The Assessing Officer did not accept sudi contention 
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of the assessee and made an addition of Rs. 25,000/- to assessee’s total 
income. 

3. In appeal the assessee appears to have filed a confirmation In the shape 
of aerogramme letter from Shrl Jain . After taking into account this additional 
evidence also the learned C1T(A) agreed with ihe Assessing Officer that 
the alleged gift was Sham and actually the amount had been arranged by 
the assessee through some contact or middleman so as to convert his 
unaccounted money into accounted money by way of alleged foreign gift. 
In this behalf the CIT(A) relied upon Punjab & Haryana High Court decision 
in Lai Chand Kaira vs. CIT, 22-CTR-135 wherein it was held that receipt 
of foreign gift from totally stranger person was rightly rejected as genuine 
by the Tribunal. 

4. Relying upon the Supreme Court decision in 87-rrR-349 Mr. N.M. Ranka, 
Advocate urged for the assessee that the apparent should be regarded as 
real^hd to prove the contrary was the burden of Revenue which It failed 
to discharge. It was further submitted that once the assessee had discharged 
the primary burden by producing of all possible evidence regarding the 
identity of the donor, his credit-worthiness and capacity to make the gift, 
the burden shifted to Revenue. In his turn the learned Departmental 
Representative supported the order of the learned CITfA) on the point. 

5. Receipt of money by a person from the other gratuitously or under an 
obligation to return or repay the same casts a burden on the recipient not 
only to prove the identity and creditworthiness of the giver but also the 
genuineness in the transaction. Establishment of the identity and creditworth- 
iness of the giver would not necessarily establish the genuineness in the 
transaction. Genuineness in the transaction may be established by taking 
Into account the circumstances attending on such transaction. The rela- 
tionship between the parties and their conduct and behaviour in relation 
to the transaction are relevant factors in considering a transaction as 
genunlne or otherwise. It is particularly so when the transaction is gratuituous 
and takes place between strangers and that too at no auspicious or special 
occasion. In such transactions a deeper probe is required to be made and 
the doctrine of “apparent is real” may not hold good. 

6. In the instant case the receipt of Rs. 25,000/- by the a^essee through 
bank drafts from a resident in foreign lands may establish the identity of 
such foreign national or resident as also his creditworthiness but the facts 
that the transaction was alleged to be gratuitous and had apparently taken 
place between two strangers could have prompted the A.O..to enquire of 
the assessee the whereabout of the alleged donee and his relationship with 
him. What the assessee could say in his affidavit 2 md statement was that 
the alleged donee was fils friend who had stayed with him at Kathmandu 
in Nepal. He could never tell his address in India. . The bare assertion of 
an occasl(»ial stay of toe aUeged donor with the assessee in Nepal turning 
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the Intimacy into fHend^lp of ttie degree which prompted the donor to 
donate substan^ amount to the assessee at no auspicious occasion, got 
no corrcAioratlve support not even from assessee’s own affidavit which does 
not even state as to when and for how many days Sr) Jain stziyed with 
the assessee. assessee cannot ewn tell his address and odter relatives 
in India which a friend Is normally expected to know. The circumstances 
attending on the alleged transaction as also the conduct and beha\dour of 
the parties were clearly such as went against the genuineness of the 
transaction. In this behalf the approach adopted by the Tribunal in the case 
of Smt. SaroJ Sirselewala for A.Y. 1985-86 (ITA No. 45/JP/91) wherein 
the Gift-tax Officer had charged gift-tax on the gifted amount and'had thus 
accepted the genuineness of the gift in that case does not help assessee 
In the present case. 

7. In the totality of the circumstances of this case we accept the concurrent 
finding of the Assessing Authorities that the gift was sham and the gifted 
amount represented assessee’s own income arranged to. have come to him 
through some contact or middleman. We accordingly dismiss this ground. 

(2) Addition of Rs. 11,600/- on account of low house-hold expenses : 

8. The Assessing Officer noted that the assessee and his wife had vyithdrawn 
the sum of Rs. 10,000/- and Rs. 1,500/- only respectively to meet the 
house-hold expenses. He further noted that the assessee had deposited 
Rs. 3,600/- in three R.D. A/c. in the names of his three school going 
children. The A.O., therefore, considered the balance amount of Rs. 7,900 
as too in sufficient to meet the household expenses for a family of five 
persons. He, therefore, estimated such expenses 9 Rs. 2000/- per month 
and made an addition of Rs.16,100/-. The addition was confirmed by the 
C1T{A) in appeal. 

9. It was urged by Mr. Ranka that in computing the withdrawals for the 
house-hold expenses of the assessee the i.T. authorities did not consider 
the contribution of Rs. 10,000/- made by the mother of the assessee out 
of her agricultural Income. In this behalf affidavit of Smt. Kesar Devi dated 
3-8-1990, statement of asscssec’s elder brother Shrl Laxmlnaraln stated 
to have been recorded on 5-11-1990 and the decree passed by Dls^lct 
Judge, Sriganganagardated31-7-1989 were referred to. It was also submitted 
that dqx>sits in the R/D accounts of the Children were made out of the 
periodical gifts received by them from the members of the family and/or 
other relation. The learned Departmental Representative has supported the 
addition. 

10. We find that it is not in dispute that the total withdrawals by the assessee 
and his wife amounted to Rs. 11,500/- only. It is also not disputed that 
Rs. 300/- p>er month were deposited In the R.D. A/cs. In the names of 
assessee’s three children. There is no evidence on record to ^ow the 
monthly receipt of that much of amount by the children by way of gifts. 
The position leaves a sum of Rs. 7,900/- only for housc-hoW expenses.- 
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11, In so far as the contribution of Rs. 10,000/- allegedly made by the 
mother of the assessee to the house-hold expenses is concerned, the affidavit 
of the mother and the c:'oy of the statement of elder brother, which have 
though been referred to in the written submissions dated 25-1 1-1991 before 
the Assessing Officer, were not brought on record, A study of the court 
documents placed at PP. 11 to 17 goes to show that in order to settle 
down their family dispute the assessee, his brother, their mother and other 
relations had appointed on 13-2-1987 Shrl Bhagwan Dass as the Sole- 
arbitrator who made the award on 15-2-1987. The parties applied In the 
court to make the award as Rule of Court which the Court of Dlstt. Judge, 
Srlganganagardldon 10-3-1989 In civil petition No. lOlof 1987. According 
to the rule of the court 25 highas of agricultural land of Square No. 192/ 
60 In Chak 19 KND was to remain the property of Shrl Dinesh Kumar. 
Smt. Kesar Devi, the aged mother of the assessee appears not to have 
felt satisfied with this arrangement. She, therefore, filed civil petition No. 
76 of 1989 before the District Judge, Sriganganagar who vide his decree 
dated 31-7-1989 passed in terms of compromise between the parties, 
directed that the afdresaid agricultural land shall be the property of Smt. 
Kesar Devi. It Is thus clear that during the period ending on 31-3-1989 
Smt. Kesar Devi was not in possession of any agricultural land so as to 
contribute Rs. 10,000/- to the house-hold expenses of the assessee. Looking 
to the social and financial status of the assessee the price index at the relevant 
time and the estimation of assessee’s house-hold expenses @ Rs. 2,000 
per month in the earlier year, the addition in question was quite fair and 
reasonable. The same is accordingly confirmed. 

(3) Addition of Rs. 12,500/- 

12. Smt. Kallash Devi, assessee’s wife had filed her return of income for 
A.Y. 1989-90 on 8-1-1990 and therein she declared an income of 
Rs. 12,500/- as profits from Mai Khata. The case of the assessee was that 
Smt. Kailash Devi had been carrying on her business in readymade garments 
in Nepal in the business name of M/s Pashupati Readymade Emporium 
and since she had closed down the said business and sold the stock in hand 
worth Rs. 65,000/- as on 31-3-1988 for Rs. 77,500/- during the year 
under consideration through a broker Shri Durga Dutta Bansal, she earned 
that much of profits in such sales. The Assessing Officer rejected this version 
of the assessee on the ground that Smt. Kailash Devi had came down from 
Nepal in July/August, 1986 and thereafter the assessee had been visiting 
Kathmandu and doing all the winding affairs. He, therefore, made an addition 
of Rs. 12,500/- in the hands of the assessee. 

13. Heard the parties. 

14. It Is not in dispute that th^ addition in question represents the profits 
from sale of stock in hand pertaining to the business of M/s Pashupati 
Readymade Emporium at Kathmandu in Nepal, It is also not in dispute that 
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Smt. Katlash Devi wife of the assessee had come down from Nepal in July/ 
August, 1986. Now it has been solemnly affirmed by S/Shri Suresh Kumar, 

‘ Mahendra, Basant Kumar, Jagat Vikram Singh, all residents in Nepal and 
carrying on business there, in their respective affidavits that the assessee 
was carrying on his business in Kathmandu In the name of Shubh Labh 
Emporium and his wife in the nameof M/sPashupati Readymade Emporium. 
These affidavits have gone unrebutted. In view of this evidence the finding 
of the Crr(A) in assessee’s case for 1988-89 that Smt. Kailash Devi carried 
on business in Nepal become relevant to the issue presently before us. There 
is no evidence to show that the capital invested in that business had gone 
to Smt. Kailash Devi from the assessee or that the Income therefrom had 
come to his hands. Since the business was closed in 1986, it was not unusual 
on the part of the assessee to have helped his wife to dispose off the stock 
in hand there. The reflection of the stock in hand in the accounts of Mrs. 
Kailash Devi and her assessment, under Amnesty Scheme Clearly supported 
the view that It was her income and, therefore, the same was wrongly clubbed 
in assessee’s hands. The addition of Rs. 12,500/-, is, therefore, deleted. 

(4) Addition of Rs. 5,000/- : 

15. A return of income in the status of Shyam Sunder Gupta & Sons (HUF) 
was filed on 29-12-1989 showing Income of Rs. 12,500/-. On being asked 
to explain, it was told to the AO that Income of Rs. 5,000/- came from 

1 '^ business and Rs. 7,500/- from Interest. The Assessing Officer observed 
that the HUF had never disclosed in the past any income from business. 
He, therefore, made an addition of Rs. 5,000/- in the hands of the assessee. 
fn appeal the learned CITfA) observed that during A.Y. 1988-89 certain 
transactions in cotton bales were carried on in the name of the HUF but 
at the end of the year there was no stock left with the HUF. 

16. Mr. Ranka referred to the account of the HUF at pp. 38-39, the asst, 
order for 1988-89 at pages 53 and 73 and the appellate order at pages 

) 6 1 to 64 to show that the HUF existed and carried on business. That appears 
to be correct but it does not demolish the finding of the learned CITfA) 
that the accounts of the HUF as filed in the assessment records for 
1988-89 showed no stock left with the HUF. In his order for that year 
ClT(A) had observed that the HUF appeared to have entered into casual 
transactions of purchase and sale of cotton bales. In view of this state of 
at fairs we do not feel inclined to interfere with the order of the CIT(A) on 
''f the point and dismiss the relevant ground. 

(5) Additions of Rs. 60.000/- & Rs. 50.000/- : 

16. The Assessing Officer noted that the assessee had deposited on 28- 
3-1989 a sum of Rs. 60,000/- in cash in his Saving Bank A/c No. 1690 
with Syndicate Bank. On being asked, the assessee explained that he has 
i withdrawn an amount of Rs. 70,000/- from his SBBJ A/c No. 2795 on 
7-10-1988 to make investments in some immovable property but since the 
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deal did not materialise he had to re-deposit the balance amount of Rs. 
60,000/- on 28-3-1989. The reason for delay in re-depositlng the amount 
was stated to be hi‘ visits to Kathmandu and other domestic problems. The 
Assessing Officer did not accept the explanation and made an addition of 
Rs. 60,000/- as assessee’s Income from undisclosed sources. 

17. The Assessing Officer had further noted that on 30-12-1988 a deposit 
in cash of Rs. 50,000/- was also made In the Savings Bank A/c No. 3114 
with SBBJ in the name of assessee’s wife Smt. Kailash Devi. The assessee 
explained that the source of the ,said deposit was the sale proceeds of the 
stock In hand pertaining to the business of his wife in Kathmandu. The 
Assessing Officer examined the evidence in that behalf and noted certain 
contradictions in the statements of the assessee, his wife and the broker 
Shri Durga Dass Bansal and rejected the version of the assessee. He 
accordingly treated this amount too as assessee’s income from undisclosed 
sources and made addition accordingly. 

18. In appeal the learned CIT{A) examined the issue in the point in great 
detail and came to the following conclusion :- 

“8.6 1 have considered the facts of the case, submissions of the learned 
counsel and perused the decisions relied upon the Id. counsel. The 
perusal of the pass book of assessee’s account No. 2795 with the 
S.B.B.J. shows as under :- 


Date 

Mode 

Withdrawal 

Deposits Balance 

22-09-88 

B/F 

Cash 


10,460.40 

20,000 

23-09-88 

Self (Cash) 

20,000 

— 

27-09-88 

Transfer 

— 

20,000 

27-09-88 

By cash 


(Loan from 

Jai Shankau* 

Beej Bhandar) 

40,000 

07-10-88 

Withdrawal 

70,000 

— 

09-12-88 

By Intt. 

— 

53.65 

26-12-88 

OBC 

— 

5,000.00 

26-12-88 

OBC (Cash) 

17 

(Gift) 

21-01-89 

Cash 

5,000 

— 


It is noted from above that the assessee had been depositing cash and, 
yet, on tfie next day withdrawing the same (22-9-88 and 27-9-88). From 
the cash Rs. 20,000/- withdrawn on 23-9-88, the assessee had given 
Rs. 6,000/- to M/s Jai Shankar Beej Bhandar, as per the copy of account 
of the assessee in the books of the said party filed. How the balance 




J99SI 


^rt Siyam Stmder <k^ vs. nt) 


57 


cash Rs. 14,000/* was utilised is not known. On 27*9*88, the assessee 
had taken a loan of Rs. 20,000/- from M/s Jai Shankar Beej Bhandar, 
and had also deposited Rs. 40,000/- in cash in the bank account. The 
source of Rs. 40,000/- deposited on 27-9-88 h^^ been explained by 
the assessee’s |d. counsel, vide his letter dt. 17-1-1994 to comprise 
of Rs. 20,000/- withdrawn on 23-9-1988 and balance Rs. 20,000 from 
the amounts collected from debtors in Nepal. The amount stated to 
have been collected from debtors in Nepal has been shown at 
Rs. 37, 156/-. From the perusal of the assessment record of the assessee 
it was noticed that the said debtors were mentioned in the balance sheet 
of the assessee filed as on 31-3-1988 and the same did not figure in 
the assessee's balance sheet as on 31-3-1989. However, no evidence 
has been adduced to the affect as to when these debtors had paid amounts 
to the assessee. It needs to be mentioned, as stated above, that out 
of Rs. 20,000/- withdrawn on 23-8-88 Rs. 6,000/- had been given 
to M/s Jai Shankar Beej Bhandar. However, it has been explained that 
Rs. 6,000/- deposited with M/s Jai Shankar Beej Bhandar, on 
23-9-88 was out of realisation of Rs. 6,000/- from a debtor Smt, Sharda 
Devi. But again no evidence has been adduced as to when the amount 
was received from Smt. Sharda Devi. 


8.7 It appears rather abnormal or contrary to normal human behaviour 
that a person would withdraw for no reasons cash Jrom bank on 
23-9-88 and deposit the same after four days, i.e. on 27-9-88. However, 
it cannot be ignored that the assessee had taken a loss of Rs. 20,000 
(though actually Rs. 14,000/- as Rs. 6000/- of the assessee was already 
lying with M/s Jai Shankar Beej Bhandar) for merely keeping the amount 
in cash at home as contended by the assessee because Rs. 70,000 
withdrawn on 7-10-1988 include the loan amount of Rs. 20,000 as 
would be clear from the extract of the pass book, above. This, in Itself, 
shows that Rs. 70,000 had been withdrawn for certain specific purposes. 

8.8 In the written submissions filed vide letter dt, 22-11-1983, the Id. 
counsel of the assessee has taken an alternative plea or furnished an 
alternative explanation in regard to withdrawals and deposits in the 
assessee's bank account as under :- 


Withdrawal SB A/c 2795 SBBJ 
(Assessee's) on 07-10-1988 
Deposit SB A/c No. 3114 SBBJ 
(Smt. Kailash Devi, wife’s) on 
31-12-1988 

Withdrawal -do- on 1-1-89 
Deposit A/c No. 1690 Syndicate 
Bank (Assessee’s) on 28-3-89 


Rs. 70,000/- 
Rs. 50,000/- 


Rs. 48,000/- 
Rs. 60,000/- 


In view of above, it has been explained by the id. counsel that the period 
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during the which the cash remained at home with the assessee was 
not more than three months at any time. In this context, it needs to 
be mentioned that the assessee has himself stated that the cash 
Rs. 20,000/- withdrawn on 22-9-1988 was redeposited on 27-9-88. 
This implies that the assessees was in habit of depositing cash which 
he did not need or did not utilise. The alternative plea, above, submitted 
by the Id. counsel, cannot be accepted as it is contrary to the explanation 
furnished in regard to source of deposit of Rs. 50,000/- in the account 
of Smt. Kailash Devi on 30-12-88. As already stated above, the source 
of this deposit had been explained to be sale realisation of the stocks 
lying in Kathmandu. It is evident that when the Id. Assessing Officer, 
in his impugned assessment order, did not believe the explanation 
furnished as the alleged stocks had been sold in April, 1988, and not 
in December, 1988, the assessee has now taken an alternative plea 
of explaining the source of cash Rs. 50,000/-, deposited in the account 
of Smt. Kailash Devi, as out of Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn on 7-10-1988. 
It again needs to be mentioned that during the assessment proceedings 
the assessee had explained that Rs. 70,000/- had been withdrawn on 
7-10-1988 for making investment in certain immovable property but 
as the deal could not be materialised, Rs. 60,000/- out of the said cash 
was deposited flThis Syndicate Bank on 28-3-1989. Thus, it is observed 
that the assessee has been changing his stand or explanation frequently 
whenever driven to the wall viz — ^viz the explanation furnished earlier. 
Besides, it is not the contention or claim of the assessee that he intended 
buying an immovable property in an auction, where the payment has 
to be made there and then. The assessee could withdraw from the bank 
as and when the deal for purchase of property, as contended, had 
finalised. Evidently, this is an explanation, which is an after thought. 
At the same time, it cannot be over-looked that in order to withdraw 
the amount Rs. 70,000/-, the assessee had taken loan from M/s Jai 
Shankar Beej Bhandar. This, in itself, shows that the assessee did need 
Rs. 70,000/- for meeting certain obligations, which he is not willing 
or inclined to disclose. The perusal of bank pass book of the assessee 
and his wife, Smt. Kailash Devi, showed that even in the subsequent 
period, i.e., after the close of the accounting period the assessee has 
been withdrawing in cash or by cheque immediately whenever the 
amounts were deposited in the bank account either by cash or cheque. 
Evidently, the assessee has been indulging in certain transactions or 
business activities, which he is not inclined to disclose or to bring on 
record. 

8.9 In the bank account No. 3114 with SBBJ of Smt. Kailash Devi’s 
Rs. 50,000/- was deposited ineash on 31-12-1988. However, on the 
veryl^t day, i.e. 1-1-89 Rs. 48,000/- was withdrawn In cash by self 
cheque. It remains to be explained why cash was deposited on 
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31-12'1988 when it had to be withdrawn on the very next day. It is 
again confusing that though Rs. 48,000/- was withdrawn on 1-1-1989, 
yet, it has been explained that this amount, was also kept in cash at 
home till 28-3-1989, when Rs. 60,000/- was deposited, in cash, in 
assessee's account no. 1690 with Syndicate Bank. 

8.10 During the assessment proceedings, the assessee had taken the 
plea that Rs. 60,000/- deposited on 28-3-89 was out of withdrawal 
of Rs. 70,000/- on 7-10-1988. During the appellate proceedings, the 
Id. Counsel of the assessee when asked explain the source of amount 
Rs. 14,000/- paid in cash to M/s Jai Shankar Beej Bhandar on 
15-11-88 (Balance of Rs. 20,000/- loan taken on 27-9-88), the Id. 
Counsel for the assessee had explained that this amount was paid out 
of Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn on 7-10-1988 and lying at home. The 
question now arises that if the alternative explanation furnished by the 
Id. counsel that out of Rs. 70,000/-, Rs. 50,000/- was deposited on 
31- 12-1988 in the bank account of his wife and Rs. 60,000/- deposited 
in the assessee’s bank account on 23-8-89 represented Rs. 48,000 with- 
drawn the balance amount out of Rs. 20,000/- lying out of withdrawal 
of Rs. 70,000/- on 7-10-1988, the said explanation of the Id. counsel 
of the assessee is self-defeating. The Id. Counsel had explained that 
Rs. 14,000/- had been paid to M/s Jai Shankar Bee] Bhandar on 
15-11-1988. This means that out of the balance Rs. 20,000/- of 
Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn on 7-10-1988, the assessee was left with only 
Rs. 6,000/- on 15-11-1988. Therefore, Rs. 48,000/- withdrawn on 
1-1-1989 from assessee's wife’s account plus the balance Rs. 6,000 
aggregate to only Rs. 54,000/- and not Rs. 60,000/- deposited on 
28-2-1989. 

8.11 Thus, it is seen and noted that the assessee has been changing 
his explanations and pleas, submitted through his Id. Counsel, time and 
again and, yet, he has not been able to explain satisfactorily the source 
of Rs. 60,000/- deposited in his Syndicate Bank account on 28-3-1989 
and source of Rs. 50,000/- deposited on 31-12-1988 in the bank 
account of his wife, Smt. Kailash Devi. In view of the unsatisfactory, 
contradictory and self-defeating explanation of the assessee, the 
explanations furnished by the assessee cannot the relied and accepted 
for the reasons stated above. In other words, the only conclusion can 
be that the source of amounts, deposited Rs. 60,000/- and Rs. 50,000, 
supra, is still unexplained. In view of contradictory explanations given, 
it cannot be accepted that the amounts Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn on 
7-10-1988 were kept ideal with the assessee at home and Rs. 50,000 
det>osited In the bank account of Smt. Kailash Devi was from sale 
proceeds of alleged stock from Kathmandu. The assessee has been 
withdrawing money in cash from bank and utilising it without disclosing 
the purpose or activity in which the amounts have been utilised and 
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undisclosed funds or income of the assesses has been deposited In bank 
by taking shelter or putting forth the explanation regarding the scMirce 
of deposits as earlier withdrawals. In this back-ground, the decision of 
the ITAT, Jaipur supra, Karnataka High Court decision, supra, relied 
by the Id. counsel of the assesses will not be applicable in the case 
of the assesses as the facts are not identical and similar. The explanation 
of the assesses that two deposits of Rs. 60,000/- in his bank account 
and Rs. 50,000/- in his wife’s bank account were out of earlier 
withdrawals or the source explained in the case of his wife cannot 
be accepted and are rejected, since the assesses has failed to explain 
the necessity of withdrawal of Rs. 70,000/- on 7-10-1988 and subsequent 
one. In this context, it also needs to be mentioned that if the assesses 
had with him Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn on 7-10-1988, then where was 
the need for the assesses to withdraw from his SBBJ Bank account 
Rs. 5,000/- on 21-1-1989. The assessee had credit balance in SBBJ 
account on 9-12-1988 Rs. 51,405/- supra. On 26-12-1988 Rs. 5,000 
was deposited (alleged gift) and this Rs. 5,000/- was withdrawn on 
21-1-1989. This in itself shows that the assessee did not possess or 
have Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn on 7-10-1988 with him on 21-1-1989. 
Therefore, the question of depositing Rs. 50,000/- on 31-12-1988 in 
wife’s account and Rs. 60,000/- on 28-03-1989 in his own account 
out of the amount withdrawn Rs. 70,000/- on 7-10-1988 does not 
arise. 

8.12 Thus, the explanation of the assessee that the deposits of 
Rs. 50,000/- on 31-12-1988 in his wife’s account No. 3114 with SBBJ 
was out of the amount Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn by him from his bank 
account on 7-10-1988 and the deposit of Rs. 60,000/- in his Syndicate 
Bank A/c on 28-3-1989 was out of either Rs. 70,000/- withdrawn 
on 7-10-1988 or comprised of Rs. 48,000/- withdrawn on 1-1-1989 
from his wife’s account and balance Rs. 12,000/- out of the balance 
amount of Rs. 20,000/- of 70,000/- withdrawn earlier cannot be 
accepted and is rejected, since the assessee failed to explain the necessity 
for withdrawal of Rs. 70,000/- on 7-10-1988 and alleged withdrawn 
, of Rs. 48,000/- from his wife’s account on 1-1-1989. From the self- 
contradicting explanations, above, furnished by the assessee or on his 
behalf by the Id. counsel, I have no hesitation in holding that the 
explanation furnished is found to be false and the false explanation is 
intended to cover the true state of affairs which is disclosed might be 
prejudicial to the assessee's interest. In these circumstances, there can 
be no other finding except that both the amount Rs. 50,000/- and 
Rs. 60,000/- deposited belong to the assessee and the source of the 
same has not been explained, jf^ccordingly, I find no reason to Interfere 
i with findings of the Id. Assessing Officer in adding the amount 
Rs. 60,000/- and Rs. 50,000/-, supra, as undisclosed income of the 
following decisions :- 
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(1) ShH Meenakshi Mills Ltd. us. CIT, 31 FTR 28 (SC) 

(2) A. Govfnd Rajulu MudalHar 6s. CIT, 34-178-807 (SC) 

(3) ChaturbhuJ & Co. vs. CIT 361TR-386 (All.) 

(4) Ram Kishan Das Munnalal vs. CIT, 41-178-452 (All.)” 

19. The learned CIT(A) accordingly confirmed both the additions. 

20. Before us, relying upon the cases reported In 44-TTJ and 127-178- 
807, the learned counsel for the assessee vehemently urged that mere time 
gap between the withdrawals of Rs. 70,000/- and re-deposit of Rs. 60,000 
in the account of the assessee should not have been made the basis for 
rejecting assessee's contention In that behalf. In this respect the Id. counsel 
invited our attention to the written submissions at pp. 24-27 and affidavit 
of the assessee himself to which there was no counter affidavit. 

21. We have thougtfuliy considered the evidence our attention was invited 
to by Mr. Ranka. We are of the opinion that all these arguments loose 
their force when considered in the light of the facts found by the learned 
C1T(A) and the reasons given by him in support of his conclusions. We 
have considered such reasons of the Id. C!T(A) and find outselves in complete 
agreement with him in so far as the addition of Rs. 60,000/- on account 
of the deposit made in assessee’s own a/c is concerned. Accordingly we 
confirm the addition of Rs. 60,000/-. 

22. in so far as the addition of Rs. 50,000/- on account of the cash deposit 
in the name of Smt. Kailash Devi is concerned, though we find sufficient 
force in the reasons given by the Id. C1T(A) in that respect too yet we are 
of the opinion that in view of certain facts including our finding above in 
respect to addition of Rs. 12,500/- made on account of the benami income 
in the name of Smt. Kailash Devi, it would not be proper to approve of 
this addition. In this behalf we may observe that the stock in hand relating 
to the business of M/s Pushupati Readymade Emporium in Nepal was treated 
to be the property of the wife and therefore the sale proceeds thereof could 
have resulted in making deposit in her account particularly when she is 
not found to make Investments elsewhere and the account in question 
contains transactions carried on exclusively in her hands. Under such 
circumstances we do not consider it proper and safe to approve of the 
addition of Rs. 50,000/- in the hands of the assessee. Accordingly we delete 
the addition of Rs. 50,000/-. 

(6) Interest u/s 234B & 234C : 

23. Relief claimed in respect of Interest charged under section 234B and 
234C being consequential, it is directed that such Interest ^all be re- 
calculated while giving effect to Tribunal's order. 

24. In the result, the appeal is partly allowed. 
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IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR 

(Before Shri Ram Swarup and H.C. Shri H.C. Shrivastava) 

ITA No. 633/Nag/93 
(Assessment Year 1953-54) 

Central Provinces Manganese Ore Company Ltd. 

vs. 

Deputy Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant C.J. Thakar and D.K.Tlwarl 

For the Respondent R.K. Sinha 

Decided on : 19-5-1994 

ASSESSMENT — Assessee a non-resident Co. at Nagpur with H.O. 
in London — During assessments Co. producing always books 
maintained at Nagpur with Balance Sheet & P&L a/c from H.O. 
at London — Customs authorities found assessee declaring lower 
prices than the market rate for Manganese Ore exported — Under 
valuation determined at Rs. 44.7 lakhs u/s 30(b) of Sea Customs 
Act — In 1970 revenue issuing notice u/s 148 — Notice challenged 
Finally Supreme Court holding it valid — In 1992 assessment 
completed & addition of Rs. 44.70 lakhs made — CIT(A) confirmed 
assessment — Held no evidence that sales made below market 
price were sham transactions or market price was in fact paid 
by the purchaser — Goods sold at concessional rates cannot entitle 
the Deptt. to assess the difference between market price & prices 
paid by purchaser as profit — Addition deleted. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 145 & 148. 

Sea Customs Act — Sections 30(b). 

FACTS 

The assessee Is a non-resident Co. with office at Nagpur and Head Office 
In London. It had been the practice of the Co. to produce before the 
ITO the relevant books maintained at Nagpur and the Trading, P&L 
a/c and Balance Sheet from their Head Office in London. Never the 
books of account of the Head Office were produced for Income-tax 
assessment purposes. In 1958 customs authorities came to know that 
for three buyers the value shown by the assessee of Manganese Ore 
exported was lower as compared with the prevailing market price for 
the grade of Manganese Ore so exported. The customs authorities 
determined finally such under-valuation atRs. 44,7 lakhs and completed 
th^^x^essment u/s 30(b) of the ■Sea Customs Act. Conseguent upon this 
infitffnaiton, the Income-tax Department biso reopened the assessrrtent 
of the assessee Co. by Issuing a notice u/s 148 of the Act. The assessee 
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challenged this notice and flnaHy the Hon'ble Supreme Court upheld 
Its validity. The reassessment for this year was thus completed In 1992 
and the revenue added back the sum of Rs. 44.70 lakhs being the 
difference between the value declared under the , agreement and the 
reassessed value by the Customs Department. The assessee's arguments 
that It luas not a real Income and was only a notional figure and that 
books and documents of H.O. of such an old period were not available 
at this stage were rejected by the Assessing Officer and also the C1T(A) 
In first appeal. The assessee filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’bie Tribunal observed that on facts the non-production of books 
before the lower authorities was not deliberate. The assessee could not 
produce them and the original copies of contracts because of long lapse 
of time. There was no evidence to show either that the sales made below 
a market price were sham transactions or that the market prices were in 
fact paid by the purchaser, the mere fact that the goods were sold at 
concessional rates would not entitle the Department to assess the difference 
between the market price and the prices paid by the purchaser as profit 
of the assessee. There was no material to hold that the difference between 
the duty assessed by the Customs Department u/s 30(b) of the Sea Customs 
Act and the contract price shown by the assessee in the contracts resulted 
in any additional income liable to Income-tax. There was no reason to hold 
that such an under-invoicing was deliberate or intentional and resulted in 
additional Income. In the circumstances the Hon’bie Tribunal deleted the 
addition made by the Revenue. 

Cases referred to : 

1. C/T us. A. Raman & Co. 67 ITR 11 

2. Marghabhal Kishabhal Patel & Co. us. CIT 108 ITR 54 

3. Central Provinces Manganese Ore Co. Ltd. vs. CIT 191 ITR 662 (SQ 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(H.C. Shrluastaua, A.M.) 

The facts of this case are as under : 

1. The assessee-appellant is a non-resident company having its Head Office 
in London. 

2. It has its Office in India at Nagpur and is passessed to tax also under 
the charge of CIT, Vidarbha, Nagpur. 

3. It has been the practice of the assessee company to prpduce before the 
Income-tax Officer the relevant books which are kept by the local office 
at Nagpur, balance sheet, the trading account and the profit and loss account 
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from their Head Office in London. No ixjoks of accounts from the Head 
Office were ever produced during any Income-tax proceedings. 

4. Some time in 1958 the Customs authorities came to know that the 
assessee had declared lower prices than the market rate in respect of all 
the consignment of Manganese Ore exported by them out of India. 

5. These exports were made only to the three buyers who did not purchase 
Manganese Ore from any company other than the assessee. The Customs 
authorities found that the value shown by the assessee for manganese ore 
exported was lower as compared with the prevailing market price for the 
grade of Maganese Ore so exported. 

6. The Collector, Customs, Visakhapatrram by his order dated 2-3-1989 
held as below ;- 

“In accordance with your endorsement on the reverse of the above 
Shipping Bill, the Customs duty leviable in respect of the above mentioned 
consignment was assessed provisionally on the basis of the value declared 
by you and shipment was allowed accordingly. 

2. The question of assessment has now been finalised and it has been 
found that the correct price as prevailing at the time of delivery of the 
above Shipping Bill was Rs. 170/- per ton ex-duty on the basis of 48% 
Manganese content. 

3. Adopting the declared Manganese content of 49.25% in respect of 
3,500 tons and destination analysis of 52.91% in respect of 1 ,500 tons 
(as determined by Messrs. Booth, Carrett and Blair) the correct assess- 
able value works out to Rs. 8,91,390/- the amount for duty leviable 
thereon being Rs. 1,33,738.50. 

4. Pending final assessment, a sum of Rs. 1,07,891.19 was paid by 
you provisionally on account of Customs duty while the sum of 
Rs. 18,554.25 was subsequently refunded in consequence of short-ship- 
ment. An amount of Rs. 44,401.56 is therefore found to have been 
short levied, payment of which may kindly be made at an early date. 

5. The details of the final assessment are given below : 

Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- 

Collector of Customs. 

Detials of final Assessment : 

1. Quantity actually shipped : 3500 and 1,500 tons 

2. Correct price prevailing at 

the time of shipment Rs. 170/- per ton (ex duty) 

basis 48Mn$. 
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4. 


Mai^aneee content adopted 49.25% of 3,500 tons. 52.91% 

for 1,500 tons 

Price applicable to the above Rs. 174.43 per ton of 49.25% 


5. 

6 . 
7. 

S- 

9. 


shipping bill 
Assessable value 
Duty leviable 
Duty already paid 
Refund of short shipment 


Rs. 187.39 per ton of 52.91% 
Rs. 8,91,590.00 
Rs. 1,33,738.50 
Rs. 1,07,891.19 
Rs. 18,554.25 “ 

Difference of duty to be recovered. Rs. 44,401.56.” 

(Rupees forty four thousand and four hundred one and paye palse fifty 
six only). 

7. Similar order was passed with regard to a further shipment of 9000 
tons by another ship. This is available on page 43 of the assessee’s paper 
book. 


8. The Collector, Customs, Madras dismissed the appeal of the assessee 
by observing that the assessment was made u/s 30(b) of the Sea Customs 
Act. 

9. When the matter was taken to the Govt, of India under a revision petition, 
the Government set aside the order of the lower authorities on the ground 
that th% assessee was not allowed reasonable opportunity of being heard. 

10. When the matter was sent back to the Asstt. Collector of Customs, 
again a fresh assessment was made on 16-11*72 whereby the under- 
valuation that Is to say the difference between the contemporaneous price 
and the price shown in the contract deed which was earlier fixed at 
Rs. 70 lakhs was now, determined at Rs. 44.7 lakhs. The assessee did not 
appeal against the same. It is also notable that this assessment was made 
by applying the provisions of section 30(b) of the Sea Customs Act. No 
penalty proceedings of any nature were initiated by the Customs authorities 
in the reassessment proceedings. 

1 1 . However, during the pendancy of this proceeding that Is to say between 
the order of the Govt, of India setting aside the assessment of the Asstt. 
Collector of Customs, Visakhapatnam and the fresh order of Asstt. Collector 
of Customs on 16-11-72 the Income-tax Department came to know about 
such proceedings and initiated reassessment proceedings by issue of a notice 
dated 20th of March, 1970 u/s 148 of the Act. The assessee challenged 
the said notice by a writ petition before the Hon’ble High Court of Bombay 
who dismissed the same. When the matter was taken to the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court, the assessee’s appeal was dismissed with the following finding by 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court 

”1116 only question which arises for our consideration is as to whe^er 
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the two conditions required to confer jurisdiction on the Income-tax 
Officer under section 147(a) of the Act have been satisfied in this case. 
The first is that the Income-tax Officer must have reason to believe 
that the income chargeable to income-tax had been under-assessed and 
the second that such under-assessment has occurred by reason of 
omission or failure on the part of the asscssee to disclose fully and truly 
all material facts necessary for its assessment for the year 1953-54. 

So far as the first condition is concerned, the Income-tax Officer, in 
his recorded reasons, has relied upon the fact as found by the Customs 
Authorities that the appellant had under-invoiced the goods it exported. 
It is no doubt correct that the said finding may not be binding upon 
the Income-tax authorities but it can be valid reason to believe that the 
chargeable income has been under-assessed. The final outcome of the 
proceedings Is not relevant. What is relevant is the existence of reasons 
to make the Income-tax Officer believe that there has been under- 
assessment of the assesSee’s Income for a particular year. We are 
satisfied that the first condition to invoke the jurisdiction of the Income- 
tax Officer under section 147(a) of the Act was satisfied. 

As regards the second condition, the appellant did not produce the books 
of account kept by them at their Head Office in London nor the original 
contracts of sale which were entered into at London with the buyers. 
The appellant did not produce before the Income-tax Officer any of 
the accounts which related to the foreign buyers. No reasons were given 
for the supply of Manganese Ore at a rate lower than the market rate. 
It is for the assessee to disclose all the primary facts before the Income- 
tax Officer to enable him to account for the true income of the assessee. 
The proven charge of under-invoicing per se satisfies the second 
condition. The appellant’s assessable income has to be determined on 
the basis of the price received by it for the goods exported. If the true 
price has not been disclosed and there was under-invoicing, the logical 
conclusion prim facie is that there has been failure on the part of the 
appellant to disclose fully and truly all material facts before the Income- 
tax Officer. We are, therefore, satisfied that both the conditions required 
to attract the provisions of section 147(a) have been complied with in 
this case.” 

The decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court is reported in (1991) 191- 

n'R-662 particularly pages 666 and 667. 

12. It is notable that in the original assessment proceedings for this 

assessment year 1953-54, para 2 of the order of the then Income-tax Officer, 

Special Circle — I, Nagpur the following observation was made 

“Profit & Loss account along with the balance-sheet. Director’s report 
and various explanations and statements were duly furnished.” 

13. The reassessment proceedings were initiated immediajely after the 
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decision of the Supreme Court in 147 proceedlnas and the Dy. Commis- 
sioner, Special Range by his order dated 24-7-1992 added back the sum 
of Rs. 44,70,000/- which was in fact the difference between value declared 
by the assessee and under the agreement and the reassessed value by the 
Customs Department. Para 7 of the Assessing Officer’s reassessment'order 
reads as under :- 

“7. A perusal of letters dated 9-7-1992 and 22-7-1992 filed by the 
authorised representatives during assessment proceedings shows that 
their basic argument is that merely because the Customs authorities 
have levied additional customs duty by taking under-invoicing to the 
extent of Rs. 44,00,000/-, the Assessing Officer under the Income- 
tax Act, cannot add the same as Income unless it is established that 
this amount was actually received by the assessee or it is proved that 
the contracts for export are genuine. It was their argument that basis 
for arriving at this quantum of under-invoicing was merely the invoking 
of a deeming provision under the Customs Act, not relevant for Income- 
tax proceedings. 

The above reasoning and line of argument does not hold good for the 
following reasons :- 

The basis of the order passed by the Asstt. Collector of Customs of 
16/11/1972 is not Irrelevant for Income-tax proceedings. 

Contrary to the Interpretation of the authorised representatives section 
30(b) of the Customs Act appears to be a section where the statute 
has tried to provide for a provision to which recourse can be taken 
in case it is proved that there is a discrepancy between the prevailing 
market value of a commodity and the value recorded in the books of 
the assessee. In doing so, it will be seen from the order of the Asstt. 
Collector of Customs, that the difference has been worked out scien- 
tifically and completely backed by facts. A copy of the said order along 
with its Annexure is being made part of this order as Annexure 'Z*. 
158 shipping bills of the assessee company have been investigated and 
compared with those of other exporters of manganese ore of the same 
quality during the same period. The calculations of the customs authori- 
ties, being therefore completely rational can very well be made the basis 
for additions under the Income-tax Act. Once certain facts are established 
by a Government agency, there is no bar on using the same in Income- 
tax proceedings and no further evidence needs to be gathered inde- 
pendently by the A.O. functioning under the Income-tax Act in order 
to arrive at the conclusion that there has, in fact, been under Invoicing 
to extent of Rs. 44.7 lakhs and adding this amount to the declared 
income. The Customs audiorlties have not determined additional customs 
duty to this extent but difference In value of exports to this extent.” 

14. When the matter was taken to the CIT (Appeals) he observed in para 
9 of his order as below :- 
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“The Supreme Court In its order referred to above had clearly given 
a finding that there was failure on the part of the assessee to disclose 
fully and truly material facts necessary for assessment of income by not 
producing the accounts maintained at the head office in London and 
the original contracts with the buyers. The same state of affairs persists 
even at this stage. There is no sale agreement on record bearing the 
signature of the buyers. The fact of under-involving of sorne of the 
exports to the extent of the disputed amount stands concluded by the 
order of the Customs authorities. In the words of the Supreme Court 
the under-invoicing was a "proven fact". 

Further, In the said para the CIT (Appeals) observed :- 

“In other words, the appellant is found to have often accounted for 
the sale at loss than even the contracted price without being able to 
explain the difference with supporting evidence. I am, therefore, of the 
view, the Revenue was not obliged to accept the book results in this 
case, when as held by the Supreme Court, under-invoicing by the 
assessee was a “proven fact". The Assessing Officer cannot legitimately 
be denied the right to examine the origirial accounts and other documents 
and be forced to accept whatever the auditors or for that matter the 
Directors of the Company had certified to be true or correct. It was 
precisely for these reasons that non-examination of the same at the 
original assessment stage was considered by the Supreme Court to be 
of significance Justifying reopening of the assessment. It will, in some 
manner, amount to skirting around the decision of the Supreme Court 
if the grievance of the Department that the appellant failed to produce 
the accounts and the original sales contracts even at the reassessment 
stage is given a go-by.” 

He further repjelled the contentions of the assessee that the books of account 

were deliberately not produced before the Assessing Officer or before him. 

In para 9.3 of his order the CIT (Appeals) observed as below 

“The contention of the learned counsels that the difference in price 
determined by the Customs authorities represented only a notional value 
and the same could not be adopted in the Income-tax assessment is 
well taken though irrelevant in the circumstances of the present case. 
If the appellant had been able to produce its books of accounts and 
other supporting documents including the sales contracts thus helping 
the scrutiny of the transactions. It would have been possible for it to 
argue that unless the Income-tax authorities found positive anomalies 
from such scrutiny, the book results could not be rejected in favour of 
a notional sale value. But the appellant having failed in that respect, 
die argument will not lie io4his case. The department could Justifiably 
proceed to determine the correct income of the appellant by apiidying 
reasonable and fair standards, by resort to the provisions of section 
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145(2) of the Act. The price or vedue found reasonable by the Customs 
department provided that standard. The Assessing Officer cannot be 
faulted for having adopted the same.” 

The Crr(Appeals), therefore, upheld the order of the 'Assessing Officer. 
The assessee Is in appeal before us. 

2. The counsel for the assessee submitted that the value adopted bj/ the 
Customs Department was only a notional value in terms of section 30(b) 
of the Sea Customs Act which was relevant only for charging the customs 
duty. The relevamt portion of the said section is on page 152 of the paper 
book which reads as below : 

“Real value defined ^ For the purpose of this Act the real value shall 
be deemed to be - 

(a) the wholesale cash price, less trade discount for which goods of 
the iike kind and quality are sold, at the time & place of Importation 
or exportation, as the case may be, without any abatement or 
deduction whatever ^cept (in the case of goods imported) of the 
amount of the duties payable on the Importation thereof; or 

(b) where such price is not ascertainable the cost at which goods of 
the like kind and quality could be delivered at such place, without 
any abatement or deduction except as aforesaid.” 

The counsel for the assessee submitted that the prices were governed by 
many factors, for example, standing of the customer, quality, quantity etc. 
The prices did not depend on the Manganese Ore alone but also on the 
proportion of other Ingredient, for example, phosphorous, iron, silica etc. 
It was submitted that neither the customs authorities nor the Income-tax 
authorities have been able to prove that the sale proceeds received by the 
assessee in fact were lower than what it in fact received. It was submitted 
that the world demand in normal times, demand in a particular factory, 
availability of source of supply, chemical constituents of the ore, size of 
the ore, the quantity sold and whether it was for a speculation or for hedging 
are several factors which should be considered before any comparison can 
be made between the contract price shown and the market price. It was 
submitted that during the hearing before the CIT (Appeals) the assessee 
was asked to furnish : 

(i) Original contracts entered into with the three foreign buyers ; 

(li) Audited profit and loss account and balance sheet for the relevant 
year duly certified by the Chartered Accountants along with the 
printed reports; and 

(iii) Confirmation from the foreign buyers that there were no contracts 
other that those already furnished affecting the price stipulated for 
the relevant period. 
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It was submitted that the local Director of the assessee company Shri Puranik 
wrote to the Executive Director of the assessee company at London on 
16-10-1992 reques'-ng him to supply the above referred information. The 
Executive Director in London wrote back as below : 

“I have to advise you to that we are unable to locate any documents 
requested by you. For your information, at that time, this company was 
a public quoted company, and after the company assigned private status 
in 1976, most of the old records were dispensed with. Besides, there 
is no obligation under local legislation to retain company’s papers older 
than six years. 

As you state in your letter, you are in possession of certified copies 
of these documents sent to you in 1970, 1 suggest that you please use 
your good offices to convince the authorities in India to accept those 
documents as valid evidence.” 

In affidavit was filed before the CIT(Appeals) by local Director Shri Puranik. 
He affirmed the following 

( 1 ) That he was working in the Accounts Department of the Company 
from 1947 and from 1976 he was working as a Director and 
Agent and General Manager of the Company in India. 

(2) He further deposed that the supplies of Ore were made under 
advance contracts with the buyers and the originals of the contract 
were kept in the Head Office of the company in London. 

(3) That on demand from the Income-tax Department, copies of the 
contracts with the three professional foreign buyers duly certified 
by the then Agent and General Manager Mr. H. Dudley were 
furnished to the Income-tax Officer on 17-3-1970. 

(4) It was further depxjsed that inspite of the thorugh search of the 
old records in London the originals of these contracts could not 
be found as they were about 40 years old. 

(5) It was stated that the company had no more any contract with 
the above referred three foreign buyers ever since 1966 and it 
was not possible to get from them any certificate or confirmation 
in respect of 40 years old records. 

The affidavit appears on page 1 1 3 of the paper book before the CIT(Appeals) 

Xerox copies of certains sheets of cash book, journal and ledger account 
pertaining to the said three foreign buyers which was said to have been 
received by them in Head Office in January, 1 976 were filed. It was submitted 
that all these documents were available with the assessee right from 1970 
but as the High Court stayed-proceedings u/s 147(a) the same could not 
be produced before the Assessing Officer. It was submitted that the profit 
and loss account and balance sheet duly certified by the Auditors to be in 
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accordance with the books of account regularly maintained by the assessee 
in London was filed along with the original return and the details of the 
sales to the foreign buyers with the quantity, unit price per tonne and the 
net proceeds received from them were filed before the Assessing Officer. 
It was also submitted that the contracts with the said three foreign buyers 
duly certified as true, copies by H. Dudley, Agent & General Manager of 
the Company were also filed before the l.I.O. in the year 1970. The counsel 
further proceeded to argue that the relevant extracts of the cash book, ledger, 
journal pertaining to the three foreign buyers which were received In 1976 
were also produced. It was submitted that the assessee had been assessed 
for more than 50 years prior to 1952 and for more than a decade even 
after 1952 in respect of its Manganese Ore business and the books continued 
to be kept in London and were never produced before the Assessing Officer. 
It was submitted that there was no variation made to the book results by 
the Assessing Officer except making additions on account of disallowable 
items. The counsel proceeded to argue that no variation to the books results 
could be made merely on the basis of notional value fixed by the Customs 
Authorities u/s 30(b) of the Sea Custom Act for the purpose of customs 
duty. It was submitted that under the same contract certified copies of which 
were filed in the year 1970 the assessee had supplied more than 4,18,000 
M.T. of Manganese during the year 1952 to the three parties. Attention 
was also Invited to the fact that the Customs authorities revised the duty 
rate only in respect of 1 ,40,000 M.T. on the basis of market value prevailing 
at the time of shipment of the goods, while it accepted the price in respect 
of remaining quantity (2,78,000 M.T.) of the goods shipped under the same 
contract and at the same rate. It was submitted that when in 1970 the 
copies of the contracts were filed before the Income-tax authorities and 
when the income-tax authorities ultimately relied upon such certified copies 
of the contract to assess the difference between the contemporaneous price 
and the price shown in the contract, then mere non-filing of the original 
contract executed 40 years before cannot be made as a ground that the 
relevant material for the purpose of assessment was not produced. It was 
submitted that the affidavit filed by the local Director (supra) which has been 
discussed above has not been challenged by the CIT(A). It was submitted 
that in view of the non-availability of the original docurhents, the secondary 
evidence, namely, the certified true copies of the contracts filed before the 
l.T.O. 1970 should have been relied upon both by the Assessing Officer 
and the ClT(Appeals). Our attention was invited to the letter of the Deputy 
Director of Inspection (Income-tax), New Delhi dated 10-10-1957 to the 
Company whereby it was observed “I can deny straightaway that there was 
any suggestion in my letter dated 15-9-1957 of collaboration between this 
company or M/s E.D. Lavine & Co. Limited with a view to in some way 
defrauding the Indian revenue. As 1 said in paragraph 12 of my letter, I 
did not even suggest that there was anything wrong with the accounts 
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anywhere and I merely wanted to be satisfied on the applicability of the 
provisions of section 52 of tiie Indian Income-tax Act. I trust that you will 
accept the dental and that you will find It possible to offer your co-operation 
by furnishing information on the specific point raised." 

In the said letter dated 10-10-1957 para 11 the Dy. Director of Inspection, 
Inc 9 me-tax observed as below :- 

“You have extended on offer thjit your books might be examined. I 
presume that the books of account and all the subsidiary accounts 
maintained by you are available only in the U.K. Then it will be difficult 
to accept the offer as it is out of question that an Officer of the Directorate 
should proceed to the U.K. for this purpose." 

It was submitted that the Department was given zm offer to examine the 
books but did not avail of that opportunity. It is notable that section 52 
of the Income-tax Act, 1922 was concerning the false statement in declaration 
. made xmder various sections of the Income-tax Act. It was submitted that 
the Supreme Court has clearly observed that “on the facts as found by the 
Customs authorities the appellant had under-invoiced the goods it exported. 
It is no doubt correct that the said finding may not be binding upon this 
Income-tax authorities but it can be a valid reason to believe that the 
chargeable income has been under-assessed. The final outcome of the 
proceedings is not relevant." 

It was submitted that the decision of the Supreme Court- does not mean 
that the Income-tax Officer and the other authorities are bound to assess 
the assessee on the difference between the market price as envisaged 
u/s 30(b) of the Sea Customs Act and the price shown in the contract as 
income of the assessee. It was submitted that under Income-tax Act, what 
Is required to be seen Is the real income of the assessee. The action of 
Asstt. Collector of Customs only resulted in a deemed estimate of 
turnover resulting in collection of higher customs duty. It does not mean 
that there was any suppression of sales and any non-disclosure of real 
Income earned by the assessee. He proceeded to rely upon the following 
decisions : 

155-rrR-306, 108-ITR-54, 149-rrR-267, 113 ITR-389 and 174-ITR-370 

3. The Departmental Representative submitted that it was right from 1958 
that the dispute about the availability of the books started. If the assessee 
had any genuine concern then it should have secured the books of account 
from London and should have produced the same before the Assessing 
authorities. The zissessee very well knew right from 1958 that this matter 
was under investigation and it should have taken all the precaution of 
prewurving thqljboks of account. It was submitted that the books of account 
were not produced, the originals of the contracts were not produced ana 
there is no guarantee of the reliability of the Secondary evidence produced 
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before the Income'tax authorities. It was submitted that It was estatdlshed 
by the Customs that the assessee was under-invoicing the goods and, 
therefore, the normal presumption was that it in fact earned income was 
<more than shown by it in the books of account and in any case the fTO 
could never be satisfied about the correctness or 'completeness of tiie 
accounts of the assessee and, dierefore, he could make an assessment in 
the manner provided in section 145(2) of the Income-tax Act that is to 
say he could complete the assessment to the best of his judgment only. 

4. In reply, the assessee's counsel reiterated his arguments and submitted 
that the assessee should be assessed on the real Income and not on deemed 
income as has been done by the lower authorities. He further in\dted our 
attention to the observation of the ClTfAppeals) regarding certain discrep- 
ancies in respect of shipment of 6000 M.T. of Ores to M/s B.I.S. Ore 
Ltd. It was submitted that according to the CIT (Appeals) the value as per 
contract price was said to be Rs. 8,08,200/- and the sale price admitted 
to have been recorded was at a lower figure. It was submitted that the 
ClT(Appcals) wanted to know that in the contract unit price p>er ton is stated 
and hence he wanted to know as to how the price is calculated in terms 
of rupee. Pounds or Dollars. It was with a view to explain the same as 
example that the calculation of one transaction was submitted. It was 
submitted that there were mistakes in the said calculation and the revised 
calculation has been submitted'bcfore the Tribunal. The mistake, according 
to the counsel occure on account of treating the currency as 'shillings’ Instead 
of U.S. Cent's. The shipment of 6000 M.T. was not to B.I.S. Ore Ltd., 
London and to U.S. party and the unit price was in Centre and not in 
Shillings. The shipment of 6000 M.T. was in fact to U.S. Steel Corporation 
and the unit price as per copy of contract was 50 cent per cent unit while 
the contract price in respect of B.I.S. Co. Ltd. was 49.25 Shillings per 
unit. It was submitted that it was on account of this calculation mistake 
that the discrepancy arose. It was submitted that the correct calculation 
is available and the mistake is properly explainable. 

5. We have heard the parties and we have gone through the verious 
documents in detail. According to us the following undisputed facts emerge 
out of the various documents available before us : 

(1) That at no given time the books of account maintained in London were 
ever produced before the Assessing Officer in India, for any of the assessment 
years. 

(2) The copies of the profit and loss account and balance sheet duly certified 
along with the local documents available were produced before the Assessing 
Officer for completion of the assesssment. 

(3) At no time the original of contract between the assessee and the three 
parties to whom the goods were exported were made available. It was for 
the first time in March, 1970 that the certified copies of such contracts 
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were available but could not be utilised as the stay was granted by the Bombay 
High Court against the proceedings u/s 147. 

(4) The original assessment completed in March, 1954 was completed 
without the production of such books of account and the contracts in original. 

(5) That the assessee did make an offer to the Income-tax Department to 
examine the books of account at London but the Department did not accept 
the said offer. 

(6) When the proceedings u/s 147 were initiated they were upheld on the 
ground that the assessee had neither produced the books of account nor 
the original contract and the order of the Customs authorities provided 
sufficient material for reopening of the assessment. 

(7) The original order of the Asstt. Collector of Customs, Vishakapatnam, 
Collector of Customs, Madras and the Central Board of Revenue and later 
on the order of the Asstt. Collector Customs dated 16-11-72 nowhere 
mention the phrase “under-invoicing”. The entire order is passed on the 
interpretation and application of section 30(b) of the Sea Customs Act. 

6. There is no denial of the fact that the Supreme Court has used the phrase 
“proven under invoicing". This phrase read in context with Section 30(b) 
of Sea Customs Act and the order of the customs authorities only means 
that there was a large difference between the price of the goods shown 
in the contracts and the market price then prevailing. Section 30(b) entitles 
the Customs Department to charge duty on such a difference. As observed 
by the CIT (Appeals) in para 9.3 of his order, there is no material or cogent 
evidence to establish that the actual receipts of the appellant were higher 
than what had been disclosed in the return. It is notable that the assessee’s 
book results were never rejected in past. The accounts were also never 
rejected after this assessment year as well. It is only in this assessment year 
that the Department holds on the basis of the order of the Customs 
authorities that the assessee did not disclose his correct income. We find 
it difficult to accept the contention that the application of provision of section 
30(b) of the Sea Customs Act can give rise to any income assessable to 
income-tax which is not there. It is not a case vyhere deliberate under 
invoicing has been proved. As mentioned above, the certified copy of the 
contract with the three foreign parties was available right from 1970. It 
was 21 years after such availability that the Department wanted to examine 
the originals of such contract. Under U.K. Law as stated by the Executive 
Director no such documents were required to be kept for more than six 
years. The issue that is for us to decide is as to when the Income-tax 
Department has been completing the assessments in past and in subsequent 
years without production of the original books of account kept at London 
or original contract deeds, can aHater stage make an assessment u/s 145(2) 
by holding that In absence of books of accounts and documents it would 
not be possible for the Assessing Officer to accept the book results. No 
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doubt that there Is no bar on the Income-tax Department tn applying a 
particular provision of the Act in a particular year only. Yet this does raise 
certain presumption in favour of the view advocated by the assessee. This 
has to be read in context of the fact that neither in past nor tn subsequent 
years, any additions were made to the total Income by applying the provision's 
of section 13 of the 1922 Act or section 145 of the 1961 Act. It is also 
notable that even in 1957 the Dy. Director of Inspection, Investigation, 
New Delhi had turned down the assessee’s offer to examine the original 
books at London. The Chartered Accountant who certified that the profit 
and loss account and balance sheet prepared and submitted by them was 
based on actual books of account in London is a professional person liable 
to explain his conduct before professional bodies and under U.K. Law as 
well. It Is on the basis of the certified copy of the agreements and contracts 
which were made available in 1970 that the Department has proceeded 
to assess the assessee on additional Income. Therefore, the Department 
has relied upon a document which according to it is not a primary piece 
of evidence. Neither the Income-tax Officer nor the CIT (Appeals) have 
given any finding anywhere that the certified copies of the contracts were 
not genuine or were not acted upon. On examination of the various 
statements filed before us it is seen that a correlation between the M.Ts. 
of exported ore, the unit price required to be paid, the name of the ship 
through which such goods were sent out of India can be established. The 
contracts though available as certified copies only can be very easily verified 
with the help of the goods actually exported out of India through Vishakapatnam 
or Bombay item by item except for very minor discrepancies. In view of 
the exporting documents available with the Customs authorities the validity 
and truthfulness of the certified copies of the contract can be established. 
It is not a case where any reasonable case has been made by the Department 
that the assessee in fact earned more amount through export and sales 
than what has been shown in the contract and what has been shown in 
the profit and loss account. The entire turnover of the profit and loss account 
can be correlated with the certified copies of the contracts. We do not see 
any reason not to accept the content of the letter of the Executive Director 
of the Company stating that no books were available in London and local 
Indian Director swearing affidavit on the basis of such a letter. The crux 
of the problem, however, is as to whether mere application of provisions 
of section 30(b) of the Sea Customs Act and the assessment by the Income- 
t 2 uc authorities on the difference between such an estimate and the contract 
price can result in any additional taxable income. The CfT (Appeals) himself 
says that this in itself will not result in any income. It is only by the application 
of provisions of section 145(2) that the book results of the assessee ha^ 
to be rejected and estimate has to be made. When any Assessing Officer 
examines the accounts of any assessee he has to consider the following 
questions :- 
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(1) Whether the assessce has regularly employed a method of account- 
ing? 

(2) Even if regular adoption of method of accounting is there, whether 
the annual profits can properly be deduced from the method so 
employed ? 

(3) Whether the accounts are correctly maintained ? 

(4) Whether the accounts maintained are complete in the sense that 
there is no significant omission therein ? 

Now if the Assessing Officer answers all the four questions in the affirmative, 
then the assessee's profits to be computed on the basis of his accounts. 
In such case neither the first proviso to section 145(1) nor section 145(2) 
can be invoked. If, however, the findings on questions No. 1, 3 and 4 are 
in affirmative but the finding of question No. 2 is in negative, the first proviso 
to section 145(1) comes in and the computation of income has to be made 
on such Income and In such manner as the Assessing Officer may determine. 
On the other hand, if the findings on any of the questions 3 and 4 is in 
negative, section 145(2) applies and the Assessing Officer may make a best 
judgment assessment in the manner provided in section 144. Even here 
the books may not be disregarded altogether. However, in this case the 
original books were not produced at all. The assessment may be adjusted 
to cure the extent of infirmity found as to make it a best judgment assessment. 
In this case, the contention of the CIT (Appeals) is this, that as the profit 
and loss account and balance sheet filed by the assessce are not supported 
by the books of account and original terms of contract arc also not available 
provisions of section 145(2) may be attracted, the other basis of all the 
evidence or books produced is not an assessment u/s 144 but is only an 
assessment u/s 143(3) which is to be made in the manner provided in section 
144. In such a case the Assessing Officer has to give an opportunity to 
the assessee to contradict the materials upon which he wants to base his 
estimate. (102-ITR-366, -particularly page 3 70) . In this case the only material 
which requires to be contradicted by the assessee is the assessment order 
of the Asstt, Collector of Customs dated 16-1 1-72. It is notable that in 
that order Itself the Asstt. Collector of Customs does not give any finding 
of deliberate under-invoicing. The only finding is of deemed under-invoicing 
on account of application of provisions of section 30(b) of the Sea Customs 
Act. No assessment under first proviso to section 145(1) or u/s 145(2) can 
be sustained if tiie Assessing officer or the appellate authority had not 
considered and recorded a -finding against the assessee as to whether he 
has been regularly employing a method of accounting or whether his income, 
profits or gains can properly be deducted from his method of accounting. 
If he h^ been regularly employed a method of accounting and the accounts 
are coi4ect and qomplete, the Assessing Officer’s or CIT (Appeals)' decision 
on these matters Is not to be presumptive or arbitrary decision but a judicial 
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decision and cannot be accepted if there is no material to support twice 
finding. In this case the only reason given by the CIT(Appeals) for applying 
the provisions of section 145(2) is that the original books of account were 
not produced either before the Assessing Officer or before him arul the 
assessee has failed to give adequate explanation for this default. In our 
opinion, the Assessing Officer and the CIT (Appeals) could not ignore the 
past record and the subsequent year’s record of the assessee. The accounts 
of the assessee were accepted in earlier years and in later years. That only 
means that the assessee had employed regular method of accounting. Except 
for adding disallowables, no additions to the trading results were made except 
in one year when the A.A.C. deleted the same and the Department did 
not come in appeal before the Tribunal. This means that it was possible 
to deduce the profit from his method of accounting. Even if- it is technically 
conceded that the provisions of section 145(2) are applicable the fact remains 
that there has to be case of a real income or deemed income flowing out 
of this order of the Asstt. Collector, Customs dated 16-11-72. There Is 
no material on record to prove that the assessee had any other real income 
then what was shown by him and except vide order of the Customs 
Authorities u/s 80(b) of the Sea Customs Act there is no material with the 
Department to prove that the under-invoicing done by the assessee in fact 
in result earned additional income to the assessee. 

7. After going through the above facts, we are of the opinion that the non- 
production of the books of account before the lower authorities was not 
deliberate. The assessee could not produce them and the original copies 
of the contracts because of long* lapse of time. We are also of the opinion 
that there is no reason to hold that the certified copies of the contracts 
could no the relied upon for maKing an assessment particularly when the 
Department itself has relied upon them for making an assessment. We are 
also of the opinion that it has nowhere been proved that the assessee earned 
any more income or had a large turnover than what has been shown by 
it in the profit and loss account. In absence of evidence to show either 
that the sales made below a market price were shamtransactions or that 
the market prices were in fact paid by the purchaser, the mere fact that 
the goods were sold at concessional rates would not entitle the Department 
to assess the difference between the market price and the 
the purchaser eis profit of the assessee (C/T vs. A. Raman & CO. 67-rfR- 
11 particularly page 17) and (Marghabhal Kishabhal Patel & Co. vs. CIT 
108-n'R-54). Therefore, we are of the opinion that there is no material 
in this case to hold that the difference between the duty assessed by the 
Customs Department u/s 30(b) of the Sea Customs Act and ttie contract 
price shown by the assessee in the contracts resulted in any additional income 
liable to income-tax to the assessee. As mentioned above, the Supreme 
Court used the phrase 'proven under- invoicing’ only in context with the 
difference between the market price prevailing as mentioned in the India- 
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Trade Journal and the price shown In the contract. There Is no reason 
to hold that such an under-invoicing was deliberate or Intentional and resulted 
in additional income. Under the circumstances, we are of the opinion that 
the entire addition made by the Department amounting to Rs. 44,7 lakhs 
should be deleted. Ordered accordingly. 

8. In the result, the appeal is allowed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 78 (Bom.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
BOMBAY BENCH ‘D’ 

(Before Shrl T.V.K. Natarajachandran and 
Shri M.K. Chaturvedi) 

ITA No. 4025/Bom./90 
(Assessment Year 1988-89) 

Mrs. Roshan D. Nariman 
vs. 

Asstt. Commissioner of Incomc'tax 

For the Appellant M. Subramanian 

For the Respondent M.N. Bajpai 

Decided on 19-1-1994 

GIFT -- Assessee a resident in India — Her cousin a residents 
of U.K. purchased in her name Premium Savings Bond in Jan. 
1986 for £50 — Prize of £1,00,000 declared in Sept. 1987 — 
Her cousin declaring in Deo. 1987 that he gifting the Bond to 
assessee Assessee accepting the same in London — Claiming 
gift received in London not taxable — Revenue taxing the prize 
money — Held the Bond being not transferable and being in the 
name of the assessee her cousin had no right in the same — No 
gift could be made by him — Prize money rightly taxed 

LOTTERY — Assessee claiming prize money not lottery and prize 
not taxable — Held prize distribution was by chance to the winner; 
hence receipt from lottery and taxable. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sec. 115BB 
Gift-tax Act, 1958 — Sec. 2(xll), 2(xlv) 

FACTS 

The assessee a resident In India. Her cousin Mr. K.R. Bhadha was 
pern\anently residing In England. In January 1 986 the assessee was also 
in England. Her cousin purchasgd a Premium Savings Bond In the name 
of the assessee In Jan. 1986 for £50. A prize of £1,00,(X)0 was declared 
on this Bond in September 1987. The cousin of the assessee In England 
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in December 1987 by uirtue of an affidavit declared before the 
Commissioner of oaths In UK that he has gifted the above Premium 
Prize Bond with the prize declared to the assessee and the same was 
also accepted by the assessee at that time. The money was remitted to 
India later. The assessee claimed that the sum of Rs. 23,67,835/- being 
the convertiable value of prize money was not exigible to tax as the 
same was a gift In UK and also that It was not equivalent to lottery 
asenvlsaged In Section 115BB. The revenue rejected both these contentions 
and taxed the said amount. CIT (A) confirmed this order; hence the 
assessee filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that the assessee was in London in Jan. 
1986 when the Bond was purchased. The address on the Bond was also 
the same where the assessee stayed during her visit to London. The Bond 
was in the name of the assessee and it was not transferable. Thus if there 
was any gift it was in Jan. 1986 by depositing £50 towards the prize Bond. 
On facts the possessor could not have claimed any title over the same. 
Her cousin’s name was no mentioned on the certificate. Thus by holding 
the possession of the Bond assessee’ s cousin had no legal title over the 
same and the prize money was payable only to the assessee and not her 
cousin - the possesser. It was thus not possible to transfer the Bond in 
the name of any other person by the cousin of assessee. No one could 
confer a better title than what he himself had. Since the amount was received 
in the name of the assessee it could not have been taxed in the hands of 
any other person. Regarding applicability of section 1 15BB the Hon’blc 
Tribunal printed out that distribution of prize by chance would amount to 
lottery as contemplated u/s 115BB of the Act. The Tribunal accordingly 
confirmed the order of the CITfA) and dismissed the appeal of the assessee. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CGT us. Mrs. Jer Kalvin Lubimoff 114 ITR 90 (Bom.) 

2. CGT vs. Dr. R.B. Kamdin 95 ITR 476 (Bom.) 

3. CGT vs. Ebrahim HaJI Usuf Motawala 122 ITR 62 

4. Gulab Ral Govlnd Prasad vs, CIT 165 ITR 163 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(M.K. Chaturvedi, J.M.) 

This appeal by the assessee is directed against the order of the CIT(A)- 
XV, Bombay and pertains to the assessment year 1988-89. 

2. The short question neatly identified by Shici M. Subramanian, Id. counsel 
for the assessee, is whether the sum of Rs. 23,67 ,835/-, being the convertible 
value in rupees of the prize money of £1,00,000/- on Premium Savings 
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Bond, held in the name of the assessee, of the face value of £50, alleged 
to have been received as gift consequent upon the declaration of prize, 
is exigible to tax ? 

3. Briefly the facts The assessee is a citizen of India and domiciled in 
India. For the relevant assessment year, she was a resident in India. She 
is following mercantile system of accounting. Her accounting period ended 
on 31-3-1988. In her return, she reflected share of profit received from 
M/s. Zorashtrlan Dairy. Along with the return of Income, the assessee filed 
inward remittance certificate number 00450 dated 23-12-1987 from Bank 
of India, Bombay. As per the certificate a sum of £1,00,000/- was credited 
by the said bank in the assessee's A/c No. 21909 in Central Bank of India 
on 21-12-1987. The amount was remitted by the Department of National 
savings, U.K. through Bank of India, London Branch. 

This amount was stated to be beyond the ken of Income-tax Act. It was 
stated that the assessee received the Premium Savings Bond in London 
on 3-12-1987, as a gift from Shri Kersi R. Bhadha, her first cousin, a British 
citizen, who purchased it in Jan., 1986 in assessee’s name. It fetched the 
prize in the draw held in Sept., .1987. The general conspectus of the main 
plank of the assessee’s argument was thbt the prize was Ixsme by Shri Kersi 
R. Bhadha and not by the assessee and, therefore, the amount was not 
exigible to tax in India. 

4. Shri M. Subramanian, Id. counsel for the assessee, appeared before us. 
Relevant documents and papers were filed. It was contended that the donee’s 
acceptance is, since qua non, for the completion of the gift. The Premium 
Savings Bond was purchased in Jan. 1986 without the knowledge of the 
donee. Our attention was Invited on the declaration made by Shri K.R. 
Bhadha dated 3-12-1987 before the Commissioner for Oath, which reads 
as under :- 

"I, Kerai R. Bhadha, a British citizen, 
resident at 

34 Summerhouse Avenue 

Hastoa 

Middlesex 

TWS 99A 

do hereby state, admit and solemnly declare as follows : 

In the year 1986, I had purchased Premium Bonds of the face value 
of British Pounds Sterling £50.00 (fifty) in the name of Mrs. Roshan 
D. Nariman (my first cousin), as I considered her as my own sister, and 
as a lucky person. 

i hereby make an unconditional gift here in London of the said Premium 
Bonds, torethcr with the rl«ht to rccelv®. any mrt-e therein whlrh has 
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already been declared or which may be declared In future to the said 
Mr. Roshan D. Nariman in consideration of my natural love and affection 
for her. I have now handed over the said Premium Bonds Certificate 
to Mrs. Roshan D. Nariman here in London. 

Now onwards, 1 have no Interest whatsover in the said Premium Bonds 
or any prize in respect thereof and the satfd Mrs. Roshan D. Nariman 
has become the absolute owner thereof. 

Sd/- Sd/- 

Before Me : Dated 3rd Dec;, 1987 

Dated 3rd December 1987 
C.R.B. COOKE 

COMMISSIONER FOR OATHS 
OWEN WHITE 
32 36 SATH ROAD 
HOU.S...OW MIDDLESEX 
TW3 3LF” 

5. The donee said to have accepted the gift on 3-12-1987. Our attention 
was invited on the oath made by the assessee before the Commissioner 
for Oaths, which Is reproduced here as under : 

“I, Mrs. Roshan Dinshaw Nariman, an Indian citizen and permanent 
resident of Bombay, India, on a temporary visit to London declare that 
the statement made overleaf by Mr. K.R. Bhadha, is correct and I hereby 
accept, here in London, the gift of Premium Bonds certificate of the 
face value of £50.00 (British Pound Sterling Fifty) from him with thanks 
together with the right to receive any prize thereon that has already 
been declared or that may be declared in future. 

Sd/- Sd/- 

Before Me : 

Dated 3rd December 1987 Dated 3/12/87 

C.R.B. COOKE 

COMMISSIONER 

FOR OATHS 

OWENR WHITE 

32 36 SATH ROAD 

HOU MIDDLESEX 

TW3 3LF" 

6. Shrl Subramanian submitted that the unilateral action of Shri K.R. Bhadha 
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of buying bond In the name of the assessce by Itself does not amount of 
a gift. The gift is completed only when it is accepted. In order to make 
a valid gift, it Is essential that the gifted property must vest in the transferee. 
There cannot be a gift, in law, without vesting of the property gifted in 
the transferee and such vesting cannot take place without the consent or 
the concurrence of the transferee donee. According to Id. counsel, conjoint 
reading of sec. 2(xii), coining a definition of expression ‘gift’ and sec. (xlv), 
coining a definition of expression “transfer of property" makes it clear that 
before a transaction can be styled as a gift, it must be implied as a transaction 
of transfer by one donee to another, that is, there must be plurality of parties 
involved in the transaction. In other words, these provisions postulate that 
there must be a transaction between at least two parties. Thus, it must be 
bilateral or multilateral transaction. In that view of the matter, a unilateral 
transaction whereby a person purchascsof his own, Premium Savings Bond, 
in the name of other, cannot be said to be covered by the definition of 
expression ‘gift’ in sec. 2(xii) of the Gift-tax Act. To support this contention 
reliance was placed on CGT us. Mrs. Jer Ka/uin Lubimo// (114 ITR 90) 
(Bom.), CGT us. Dr. R. B. Ramdin 95 ITR 476 (Bom.), CGT vs. Ebrahim 
HaJI Usuf Botawala (122 ITR 62) and Gulab Ral Govind Prasad us. CIT 
(165 ITR 163). It was further contended that there is no provision in the 
Gift-tax Act by which the gift can relate back to the date of purchase of 
Premium Savings Bond. 

7. Advertising to the prescription of sec. 115BB of the IT Act, Id. counsel 
submitted that since the prize received on the above said gift cannot be 
equated with the lottery prize, therefore the provision of sec. 1 15BB cannot 
be applied in the facts and circumstances of the present case. 

8. Shri M.N. Bajpal, Id. D.R. appeared before us. At the outset, it was 
submitted that as on the day when the prize was declared, the Premium 
Savings Bond was in the name of the assessee. It is abundantly clear from 
the records that the assessee received prize directly. Since Sri K.R. Bhadha 
was not declared, it cannot be said that tile to that bond was transferred 
only subsequent upon the declaration of the prize. For making such transfer 
it is necessary that one must hold dominion over the object which is to 
be transferred. The Premium Savings Bond in question is not transferable. 
This fact is stated on the face of the Bond. Shri Bhadha had no legal claim 
over the prize declared thereon. Our attention was invited on the well known 
tenet of law embodied in the dictum ; “NEMO DEBET QUA NON HABET”. 
The purport of the dictum in “he who hath not, cannot glue. ’ That Is, 
no one can glue better title than what he himself has. 

9. It was further stated that in England for all practical purposes, the money 
was received by the assessee. It was not treated as a gift as per the English 
Law. It is not known that hovi^for the tax purposes, the amount was 
considered in England. Since the Premium Savings Bond is not transferable 
there can be no agreement to make transfer of the same by way of gift. 
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Even if an agreement is effected, for such transfer, it ought to be treated 
as Illegal and it shall have no value in the eye of law. What all could be 
said to have been gifted in the instant case is a sum of £50 which Mr. 
Bhadha parted while purchasing the bond. Coming to, the applicability of 
sec. 115BB, it was contended that the amount of prize was picked out 
of thc'lot on random basis. This Is exactly what the meaning of the word 
‘lottery’ connotes. Sec. 115BB includes within its ambit winning from 
lotteries also. Our attention was invited on the dictionary meaning of word 
‘lottery’. Finally it was submitted that the amount in question was correctly 
taxed in the hands of the assessee. 

10. We have heard the rival submissions In the light of material placed 
before us and precedents relied upon. The assessee is a resident in India, 
and in doing business in partnership In Bombay. Mr. K.R. Bhadha is cousin 
of the assessee. He is permanently residing in England. Mr. Bhandha, in 
January 1986 purchased the Premium Savings Bond in the name of the 
assessee. In Sept., 1987, the prize of £1,00,000 was declared. Money was 
claimed by the assessee and was repatriated to India. The assessee also 
sought permission from the Reserve Bank of India to hold the Premium 
Savings Bond. As per the scheme of the bond it may fetch prize in future 
also. An advertisement of the Premium Savings Bond which appeared in 
a British Paper was produced before us. This reads as under ; 

“1 am giving you a Premium Bond Gift Token for Christmas which could 

win you £250,000. Then you could buy out Father Christmas." 

11. It was stated on behalf of the assessee that her husband, Shri Dinshaw 
Nariman was to undergo Heart Bypass Surgery by Dr. M. Laxman Kamath 
M.D. at Mount Sinai Medical Centre, Millwanbee, U.S.A. She left India 
with her husband on 8-12-1985 and reached U.S.A. on the same day. Her 
husband was operated upon on 10-12-1985. After the discharge it was 
necessary to stay near the hospital for a period of three weeks so that he 
could attend the hospital as an out patient for check up. On 12-1-1986, 
assessee went to London where she stayed with Mr. & Mrs. B.R. Irani, 
owners of Heritage House Hotel at 47-48 Leinster Gardens, Hyde Park, 
London. She was there till 18-1-1986. She returned to India on 19-1-1986. 
The date of purchase of the Premium Savings Bond as stated on the face 
of it. Is Jan., 1986. No particular date is mentioned thereon. The following 
words are also there on the top of it “not transferable". Owner’s name 
shown there is Mrs. R.D. Nariman and face value reflected thereon is £50. 
The following address is given on the said bond : 

MRS. ROSHAN D. NARIMAN 
HERITAGE HOUSE HOTEL 
47/48 LEINSTER GARDENS 
HYDE PARK 
LONDON W2 3 AT 
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It is pertinent to note that during her sojourn in London, assessee stayed 
at the same address. 

12. The term "gift” connotes the transfer by one person to another of any 
existing movable or immovable property made voluntarily and without 
consideration in money or moneys worth. On examination of the facts of 
the present case, we find that as per the certificate, Premium savings Bond 
was purchased In Jan., 1986. The name of the assessee and the address 
where she stayed appears on the certificate. Considering the details, in the 
declaration filed by the assessee ’s cousin, Sfiri K.R. Bhadha, we find that 
if there was any gift, that was made in Jan. 1986 only, by depositing the 
amount of £50 towards the prize of Premium Savings Bond. The Premium 
Savings Bond is not transferable. The possessor cannot claim any title over 
the same. The prize was Just a “Hidden Potentiality”. The gift of the Premium 
savings Bond can be equated with the gift of a seed. If you cut down the 
seed you cannot get the tree there Inside. But “Hidden Potentiality” of its 
being a tree is in the seed. For that it is to be kept Inside the soil. It needs 
proper water, light and manure. If climatic conditions are favourable, after 
the flux of time, it may grow into a tree. Seed is not a tree. Of course, 
“Hidden Potentialities’ or possibility of its being a tree is there in the seed. 
Likewise winning of the prize in the Instant case was depended upon many 
Imponderables - it permeated in a future eventuality - names were to be 
picked out of a lot on random basis - one may get- one may not get - 
purely a matter of luck and chance. This goes to show that prize element 
on the Premium Savings Bond was not an existing property at the time 
of its purchase. When it was pregnant with the prize, it was the property 
of the assessee as is evident from the document itself. The name of Shri 
K.R. Bhadha is not mentioned on the certificate. He had absolutely no title 
over the asset in question. Just by holding the possession over the asset 
he was not entitled to claim any prize declared thereon. It was payable 
only to the legal owner and not to the possessor. The dictum : “Nemo 
Debt Qua Non Habet” is squarely applicable in the facts of the present 
case. It was not possible on the part of Shri Bhadha to transfer the Premium 
Savings Bond in the name of any other person. No on ecan confer a better 
title than what he himself has. The precedents relied on by Shri Subramanian 
are on different facts. 

13. It is not necessary here to consider how tax treatment was given to 
the said receipt in England. Since the amount was received in the name 
of the assessee it could not have been subject to the taxation in the hands 
of any other person. 

14. Coming to the applicability of sec. 1 15BB, It is Important to examine 
the meaning of the term “lottery”. In the Attorney's Pocket Dictionary at 
page 297 the term is definedas under ; 

“The distribution of prize by lot or chance; a distribution of prize by 
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chance; a game of hazard in which small sums are ventured for the 
chance of obtaining a larger value either in money or other articles; 
an allotment or distribution of anything by chance; a procedure or 
scheme for distributing prize by lot; the drawing 6f lots.” 

Section 115BB has been inserted by the Finance Act, 1986 with effect 
from 1-4-1987 by which a special provision was made to tax income from 
winning lotteries, cross words, puzzles etc. Winning from lottery therefore 
comes within the sweep of section 1 15BB. We find that in the instant case, 
winning of prize tantamounts to winning from lottery as contemplated 
u/s 115BB. We have perused the various reasons given by the revenue 
authorities. In our opinion, there is no infirmity in the Impugned order. 
We, therefore, uphold the order of the ClTfA). 

In the result, appeal of the assessee stands dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 85 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shrl J. Kathuria and Shri N.K. Agrawal) 

ITA No. 507/Chandi/1986 & ITA No. 762/Chandi/1986 
(Assessment Year 1983-84) 

M/s Gopal Timbers, Shimla 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer, A-Ward, Shimla 
and vice versa 
For the Appellant : Sudhir Sehgal 

For the Respondent R.P. Singh 

Decided on : 28-12-1994 

NTEREST — Assessee claiming interest on borrowings 
Rs. 1,37,017/* — ITO disallowing Rs. 37,624/* being on funds 
allegedly used by partners for personal purposes — Held, all loans 
old — No fresh borrowing — No disallowance in earlier years — 
Also department failed to establish that any funds borrowed were 
diverted to partners' accounts — Addition deleted. 

INTEREST — For delay in payments of royalty and sales-tax 
assessee paying interest of Rs. 9,34,119/* — ITO held interest 
of Rs. 2,15,090/* unrongly calculated and claimed — However fTO 
disallowing it in full i.e. Rs. 9,34,119/* being on account of breach 
of contract and penal In nature — Held, claim of Interest correct, 
neither by way of breach of contract nor by way of infringement 
of law nor penal in nature -*• Held allowable. 

ASSESSMENT — ITO adding Rs. 2,32,580/- on account of shortage 
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of 2383 scants — Held shortage was of 1313 scants only & the 
shortage being normal i.e. 2.3% no addition was called for. 

ASSESSMENT — ITO claiming proper opportunity to represent 
not allowed by CIT (A) — Held CIT(A) sent two letters to ITO 
but no reply sent — CIT(A) afforded proper opportunity — Ground 
rejected. 

FACTS 

These are cross appeals. The assessee claimed In this appeal relief in 
regard to disallowance of interest of Rs. 37,624/- and confirmed by 
CIT(A). During the previous year the assessee paid Interest of 
Rs. 1,37,01 7/- on borrowings. These were debit balances In the partner’s 
accounts. ITO calculated Rs. 37,624/- as attributable to the sums diverted 
to the partners and used by them for personal purposes. CIT(A) confirmed 
this addition. The assessee also claimed interest of Rs. 9,34,118/- on 
account of delay In payments of royalty and sales-tax. ITO held that 
the claim was In excess to the extent of Rs. 2,15,090/- and also the 
whole Interest being on account of breach of contract and penal in nature 
was dlsallowable. He thus disallowed Rs. 9,34, 118/-. CIT(A) deleted this 
addition and revenue filed second appeal. 

The ITO further noted shortage of 2383 scants and added back the value 
of the same at Rs. 2,32,580/-. CIT(A) deleted this addition also. The 
Revenue also claimed that while deciding the appeal the CIT(A) did not 
allow the ITO proper opportunity to represent. 

DECISION 

In regard to the disallowance of Rs. 37,624/- the Hon’ble Tribunal observed 
that no fresh loan was taken by the assessee during the previous year and 
all loans were brought forward from earlier years and no such addition was 
attempted in earlier years. There was no such stipulation in the partnership 
deed to charge from or to pay interest to the partners. The Assessing Officer 
without pinpointing the nexus between the fund borrowed and the amounts 
withdrawn by partners has merely proceeded on suspicion and surmises. 
The Tribunal thus held that there was no Justification for CIT(A) to uphold 
the addition and the same was deleted. Regarding claim of interest on late 
payment of royalty and sales tax the Hon’ble Tribunal held that the Interest 
had been rightly calculated by the assessee and it was not in excess to the 
extent of Rs. 2,15,090/-. As regards allowability or otherwise whole of 
such interest, the Tribunal held that It was not on account of any breach 
of contract or on account of Infringement of law. Interest was paid for delayed 
payments not by way of any penalty but because the assessee had utilised 
those funds for its business purposes. The interest for belated payments 
was not by way of any penalty but perhaps by way of compensation for 
the period the funds were withheld and utilised for business purposes. The 
entire amount of Rs. 9,34,119/- was thus held to be allowable. 
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Regarding the addition on account of shortage of scants, the Hon’ble 
Tribunal noted that there was shortage of 1313 scants and not 2383 scants. 
The shortage thus was only 2.3% as against 3.5% in 1980-81 when no 
addition was made. Shortage of 2.3% was thus corisidered not excessive 
and the order of CITfA) deleting the addition made by the IT O was confirmed. 

In the last ground the revenue claimed that the ITO was not allowed proper 
opportunity to represent before CITfA). The Tribunal noted that written 
arguments filed by the assessee were sent to ITO on 18-3-1986 for 
comments by 28-3-1986. Another letter was issued to ITO for comments 
and the appeal was decided on 21-4-1986. ITO did not ask for any 
extension. The Tribunal thus held that the CITfA) was justified in deciding 
the matter as he did. The revenue’s this ground was, therefore, also rejected. 

Cases referred to : 

1. CIT us. Delhi Safe Deposit Co. Ltd. 133 ITR 756 (SC) 

2. Bhowra Kankanee Collieries Ltd. us. CIT 156 ITR 201 (Cal.) 

3. Mahalaxml Sugar Mills Co. u. CIT 123 ITR 429 (SC) 

4. TriuenI Engg. Works Ltd. us. CIT 144 ITR 732 (All) F.B. 

5. Jairamdas Bhagchand us. CIT 171 ITR 545 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Order is given below ; 

ORDER 

(J. Kathurla, A.M.) 

These cross appeals - one by the assessee and the other by the Revenue 
- pertain to assessment year 1983-84. 

2. We shall first take up the assessec’s appeal being ITA No. 507/Chandi/ 
1986. The only effective ground in this appeal is against the confirmation 
ofadditionof Rs. 37, 624/- for which the brief facts are these. The Assessing 
Officer found that as on 31-3-1983 i.e. the closing date for assessment 
year 1983-84, the debit balances in the partners’ accounts came to 
Rs. 6,00,042/-. This figure included the share of losses of the partners 
from the assessee firm at Rs. 2,86,496/-. The Assessing Officer thus 
considered the balance amount of Rs. 3,13,546 (Rs. 6,00,042 - 2,86,496) 
as being on account of personal expenditure of the partners which was 
not for business purposes. Since the assessee had paid interest to Union 
Bank, Life Insurance Corporation of India and Shri Jetinder Singh to the 
extent of Rs. 1,37,017/-, the Assessing Officer considered a sum of Rs. 
37,624/- as attributable to the debit balances in the partner’s account of 
the firm. According to the Assessing Officer, the assessee had diverted a 
sum of Rs. 3,13,546/- out, of the loans raised from the bank, LIC and 
Shri Jatinder Singh for the personal purposes of the partners. This according 
to him called for a disallowance out of the interest of Rs. 1,37,017/-. He 
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accordingly disallowed a sum of Rs. 37,624/-. The learned CIT(A) confirmed 
the disallowance. 

3. Shri Sudhir Sehgal, the learned Counsel for the assessee, submitted that 
out of the 8 partners of the assessee firm only five partners had opening 
debit balances. Drawing our attention to the charge given at pages 52 and 
53 of the assessee’s compilation, It was submitted that apart from the 
withdrawals or payment of tax etc., there were very nominal withdrawals 
for purposes of personal use by the partners. It was also submitted that 
no fresh loans had been raised by the assessee from the Union Bank, the 
Lie and Shri Jatinder Singh. Our attention was drawn to pages 1 to 10 
of the assessee’s compilation to demonstrate that the loans from the 
aforesaid persons/parties had been raised in the earlier years and no fresh 
loans were taken in the year under consideration. It was submitted that 
there was no nexus between the funds borrowed by the assessee from the 
bank, the LIC and Shri Jatinder Singh and the amounts withdrawn by the 
partners. It was also submitted that in the earlier years also when the loans 
were taken by the assessee, there was no nexus between the amounts 
borrowed by the assessee and the amounts withdrawn by the partners. It 
was also pointed out that in the earlier years though assessments had been 
made u/s 1 43 (3) of the' Act, no such disallowance was made by the Assessing 
Officer. It was also pointed out that in the partnership deed, there was 
no provision to charge interest from the partners on their debit balances. 
According to the learned Counsel for the assessee, the entire approach 
of the Assessing Officer was based on surmises and the learned CITfA) had 
wrongly confirmed the addition of Rs. 37,624/-. 

4. The learned D.R. relied on the orders of the authorities below. 

5. We have carefully considered the rival submissions as also the facts on 
record. We are of the opinion that there was no Justification for confirming 
the addition of Rs. 37,624/-. In the first Instance, no fresh loans have been 
taken by the assessee from the bank, LIC or Shri Jatinder Singh in the 
year under consideration. The loans are brought forward ones from earlier 
years and the department has not established that the funds borrowed by 
the assessee had been diverted to the partners in the shape of withdrawals 
by them. It is also seen that in the earlier years, no such disallowance/ 
addition had been attempted by the Assessing Officer. Out of 8 partners, 
only 5 partners had debit balances and the remaining three partners had 
credit balances. There was no stipulation in the partnership deed to charge 
rom or to pay interest to the partners. The Assessing Officer without 
pinpointing die nexus between the funds borrowed by the assessee firm 
and the amounts withdrawn by the partners has merely proceeded on 
suspicion and surmises. In our opinion, there was no Justification for 
upholding the addition of Rs. 37,624/- which is hereby deleted. 

6. Now we come to the departmental appeal being I.T.A. No. 762/Chandi/ 
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1986. Ground Nos. 1 and 2 are interlinked and the facts giving rise to 
these grounds are as follows. The assessee is maintaining books of account 
:>n mercantile basis. The Assessing Officer noticed that in respect of lot i 
No. 3/80-83, ttie assessee had claimed interest on royalty of Rs. 4,78,347 
and Interest on sales-tax of Rs. 3,35,091/-, aggregating to Rs. 8,13,438. 
Similarly it was noticed that the assessee had claimed interest on royalty 
oi Rs. 1,06,326/- and interest on sales-tax of Rs. 14,354/-, aggregating 
to Rs. 1,20,680/- in respect of lot No. 10/79-82. Thus the total Interest 
claimed by the assessee came to Rs. 9,34,1 18/- in respect of the aforesaid 
lots. The Assessing Officer, however, was of the opinion that the assessee 
had calculated interest on royalty and sales-tax on a higher side. According 
to him, the excess interest claimed as deduction by the assessee came to 
Rs. 1 ,54,833/- In respect of lot No. 3/80-83 and at Rs. 60,258/- in respect 
of lot No. 10/79-82. The total excess interest claimed by the assessee, 
according to the Assessing Officer, thus worked out to Rs. 2,15,090/-. 
This, according to him, was not allowable at all because the assessee had 
a mistake in calculating the interest liability. 

7. Another point made by fhe Assessing Officer was that even otherwise, 
the interest was not allowable because it was on account of break of contract 
and was penal in nature. So the Assessing Officer disallowed the total interest 
of Rs. 9,34,119/-. 

8. The learned CITfA), however, Ijeld that there was no mistake in the 
calculation of interest and secondly, the entire interest of Rs. 9,34,119 
was allowable. The first two grounds are against the deletion of disallowance 
of Interest of Rs. 9,34,119/-. 

9. The learned D.R. submitted that the assessee was following mercantile 
system of accounting and that it had clearly made a mistake in calculating 
its Interest liability and so to the extent of Rs. 2,15,090/-, there was an 
excess claim as demonstrated by the Assessing Officer. Secondly, it was 
submitted that according to clause (19) of the Agreement with the Depart- 
ment of Forest Farming & Environmental Conservation, Government of 
Himachal Pradesh, a copy of which was placed at pages 27 to 41 of the 
assessee's compilation, the amount of Interest payable on un-paid royalty 
was 10% whereas the assessee had claimed the same at 15% and hence 
the excess claim was not allowable as a deduction in the year under 
consideration. It was further submitted that the entire amount of interest 
was by way of penalty and hence no part of it was allowable as a deduction 
from the assessee’s total income. It was vehemently argued that the learned 
ClT(A) had wrongly allowed relief of Rs. 9,34,119/-. Reliance was also 
placed on the Bombay High Court decision in the case of Jairomdas 
Bhagchand us. CIT (1988) 171 fTR 545 for the proposition that penalty 
payable under the Bombay Sales-tax Act was not interest and was, therefore, 
not deductible u/s 37 of the Act. 
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10. Shrl Seghal, the learned Counsel for the assessee, submitted that as 
per section 17A of the Himachal Pradesh General Sales-tax Act, 18% 
interest was payable in case the Sales-tax was not paid-in time. It was, 
therefore, pointed out that there was absolutely no discrepancy in the claim 
made by the assessee in respect of fnc sales-tax and the claim actually 
allowable to the assessee. As regards the royality, it was submitted that 
the Assessing Officer had not correctly interpreted clause (19) of the 
agreement between the assessee and the Department of Forest Faming and 
Environmental Conservation, Government of Himachal Pradesh. Drawing 
our attention to the detail of Lot No. 3/80-83 placed at page 57 of the 
assessee’s compilation, it was submitted that there was no discrepancy in 
respect of Interest payable on un-paid royalty. It was submitted that only 
15% interest payable was clamie as a deduction and as such there was no 
dispute. According to the learned Counsel for the assessee, the dispute was 
in respect of lot No. 10/79-82. According to the Assessing Officer, the 
interest payable was only 10% whereas the assessee had claimed interest 
at the rate of 15%. It was vehemently argued that the interest had been 
correctly claimed at the rate of 15% In view of clause (19) of the agreement 
mentioned above. It was, therefore, submitted that there was no discrepancy 
in the amount of Interest claimed as payable by the assessee. As regards 
the claim as such, the learned counsel for the assessee submitted that there 
was no breach of contract and there was no penalty imposed on the assessee. 
On the contrary, the submission was that the assessee had utilised the funds 
for business purposes and had, therefore, paid interest on account of less 
sales-tax payment and less royalty payments. It was vehemently argued that 
there was no breach of law and the payment was not penal in nature. It 
was also submitted that in the case of the assessee’s sister concern, namely, 
M/s Rama Nand and Co. for assessment year 1983-84, assessment was 
made u/s 143(3) of the Act and no such disallowance /addition was made. 
It was further pointed out that in the assessee’s own case in earlier years, 
similar amounts had been paid by way of Interest and no addition had ever 
been attempted by the Assessing Officer. 

1 1 . The teamed Counsel for the assessee also relied on the Supreme Court 
decision in the case of Mahalakshmi Sugar Mills Co. vs. CIT (1980) 123 
ITR 429 for the proposition that Interest payable on arrears of cess was 
not penalty and there was thus no infringement of law. The learned Counsel 
for the assessee also relied on the Full Bench decision of the Allahabad 
High Court in the case of Triuenl Engineering Works Ltd. vs. 07(1983} 
144 ITR 732 for the proposition that interest payable in sugarcane arrears 
was in reality part and parcel of the liability to pay purchase tax and hence 
allowable u/s 37 of the Income-tax Act as a deduction. Reliance was also 
placed on the Calcutta High Comt^declslon in the case of Bhowra Kankane 
Collieries Limited vs. CIT (1985) 156 ITR 201 for the proposition that 
interest paid on late payment of royalty was an allowable deduction. Relicince 
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was 2 dso placed on the Supreme Court decision in the case of C/T us. Delh 
Safe Deposit Co. Ltd. (1982) 133 ITR 756 for the prop)osition that th 
true test of an expenditure laid out wholly and exclusively for purpose 
of trade or business is that it is incurred by the asisessee as incidential ' 
his trade for purposes of keeping the trade going and of making it pa 
and not act in any other capacity than that of a trader. It was, therefor 
submitted that the entire amount of interest of Rs. 9,34, 1 1 9/- was allowabl 
as a deduction and was correctly allowed by the learned CIT(A). 

12. We have carefully considered the rival submissions as also the fad 
on record. Section 17A of the Himachal Pradesh General Sales-tax A( 
reads as under 

“17A(1): If any dealer falls to pay the 2 Knount of tax due from hinj 
required by sub-section (4) of section 12, he shall, in addition to th 
amount of tax be liable to pay simple interest on the amount of taj 
due from him at the rate of one per cent per month from the dal 
Immediately following the last date for the submission of the return undt 
sub-section (3) of that section, for a period of one month and thereaftt 
at the rate of one and a half per cent per month till the default continues. 

This section provides the payment of interest when the amount of sale: 
tax is not paid in time. Initially the interest is payable at the rate of 12' 
per annum but afterwards, at the rate of 18% per annum. The assesse 
had, therefore, in our opinion, correctly calculated interest payable und 
the H.P. General Sales-tax Act, and the Assessing Officer was not Justifli 
in allowing only 19% interest as admissible. As regards the calculation c 
Interest on un-paid royalty, the learned Counsel for the assessee had polnte 
out that the discrepancy is only in respect of lot No. 10/79-82 in whic 
the interest has been charged at the rate of 15% by the assessee as again 
the interest of 10% considered by the Assessing Officer. We find that f( 
lot No. 3/80-83, the assessee Itself has claimed interest at the rate of 10' 
but for lot No. 10/79-82, Interest has been claimed at the rate of Rs. 15' 
as per clause ( 1 9) of the agreement between the assessee and the Departmei 
of Forest Farming and Environmental Conservation, Government of Hlmach 
Pradesh. There is, thus no mistake in the calculation of interest and - 
the addition/disallowance of Rs. 2,15,090/- made by the Assessing Offlci 
is not correct. 

13. As regards the allowability or otherwise of interest as such on lal 
payments of sales-tax and royalty, we do not agree with the reasoning : 
the Assessing Officer that it was on account of breach of contract or c 
account of infringement of law. Interest was paid for delayed payments n 
by way of any penalty but because the assessee had utilised those funr 
for its business purposes. In the case cited by the Revenue, the Bombe 
High Court has held that penalty payable u/s 36(3) of the Bombay Sale 
tax Act was not interest and hence wcis disallowable. In the instant cas( 
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however we find that the interest simpliciter had been charged for belated 
payments not by way of any penalty but perhaps by way of compensation 
to the Government for the period the funds were with held by the assessee 
and utilised for its business purp>oses. We accordingly hold that the entire 
amount of interest of Rs. 9,34,1 19/- was allowable as a deduction because 
it was neither as a result of breach of contract or by way of infringment 
of law nor was it penal in nature. .Ground Nos. 1 and 2 are, therefore, 
rejected. 

14. Ground No. 3 is against the relief of Rs. 2,32,580/- allowed by the 
learned CIT(A). Brief facts in this regard arc these. The Assessing Officer 
found that there was a loss of 1313 scants. He also noticed that there was 
further loss of 1070 scants. Thus according to him, there was a total loss 
of 2383 scants which had not been properly explained by the assessee. 
He accordingly held that these scants must have been sold outside the books 
of account. Applying a rate of Rs. 97.6 per scant, the Assessing officer 
worked out and made an addition of Rs. 2,32,580/-. The learned CIT(A), 
however, deleted the addition. 

15. The learned D.R. relied on the order of the Assessing Officer, 

16. Shri Schgal, the learned Counsel for the assessee, submitted that the 
assessee was maintaining stock register. It was pointed out that the said 
stock register had been impounded by the Assessing Officer vide order dated 
12-9-1985, that nothing had been brought to the notice of the assessee 
that there was any shortage and that the shortage of 1 3 1 3 scants was normal . 
It was pointed out that for assessment year 1980-81, the shortage worked 
out to 3.5% which was accepted by the Assessing officer whereas for the 
year under consideration, the shortage was only 2.3% which had unfor- 
tunately attracted an adverse notice of the Assessing Officer. 

17. As regards the alleged loss of 1070 scants, it was submitted that no 
such loss had been claimed by the assessee, that these scants were lying 
in the jungle and were part of the closing stock, that the evidence had been 
produced by the assessee before the first appellate authority to that effect 
and that the first appellate authority had accepted the same as correct. 
It was, therefore, submitted that the learned CIT(A) had correctly deleted 
the addition of Rs. 2,32,580/-. 

18. After carefully considering the submissions of both the parties, we are 
of the opinion that the learned CFTfA) has correctly deleted the addition 
of Rs. 2,32,580/-. It has ben pointed out before us as it was pointed out 
before the learned CIT(A) that there was no shortage of 1070 scants as 
alleged by the Assessing Officer. These scants were lying In the jungle and 
were part of the closing stock of the assessee of 2383 scants. The only 
shortage was of 1313 scants whichlfi a trade of this type is natural because 
riverine loss of scants is natural. We find that in the year under consideration, 
such transit loss has been claimed only at 2.3% on the scants numbering 
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to 28280. For the assessment year 1980-81, a higher loss of-3.5% had 
been claimed and allowed in the assessee’s own case. In our view, the bss 
of 2.3% in the year under consideration cannot be said to be excessive 
or unreasonable. We accordingly uphold the order^ ’of the learned ClT(A) 
on the point and reject the ground of the Revenue. 

19. Ground No. 4 is against the non-allowance of opportunity by the leaned 
CIT(A) to the Assessing Officer to represent the case. From para 2 of the 
impugned order, it appears that the written arguments were filed before 
the learned CrT(A) by the learned Counsel for the assessee on 14th March, 
1986 and March 15, 1986. The learned CIT(A) forwarded these written 
arguments to the Assessing Officer on 18-3-1986 and called for his comment 
on 28-3-1986. Another letter was Issued to the Assessing Officer calling 
for the latter’s comments. The last date of hearing of the appeal was 
19-4-1986. The appellate order was passed on 21-4-1986. The learned 
D.R. has not pointed out as to when the Assessing Officer applied for 
extension of time or why the Assessing Officer did not file the written 
submissions. From the aforesaid facts, it is clear that the learned CITfA) 
was justified in deciding the matter as he did and that proper opportunity 
had been allowed to the Revenue. Since ex parte order had been passed 
by the Assessing Officer u/s 144 of the Act, the learned CIT(A) for the 
reasons mentioned in the impugned order had admitted certain documents 
as according to him, the assessee had been prevented by sufficient cause 
from submitting the same in time. We do not find anything wrong in the 
impugned order and this ground raised by the Revenue is, therefore, rejected. 

20. In the result, the appeal of the assessee is allowed and that of the Revenue 
is dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 93 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 
(Before Shri J. Kathurla & Shrl N.K. Agrawal) 

I.T.A. No. 339/Chandi/90 
(Asst. Year 1988-89) 

Income-tax Officer, Ward-II (7), Barnala 

vs. 

M/s Amarnath Ram Kumar, Barnala 

For the Appellant K.S. Minhas 

For the Respondent R.K. Gupta 

Decided on 28-2-1995 

TRADING ADDITION — Assessee firm deriving income from trading, 
sawing and hiring of timber — Survey conducted u/s 133A at the 
business premises of assessee — Assessee surrendering an income 
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of Rs. 1 ,00,000 for difference in the valuation of stf>ck and low 
G.P. rate — A.O. applying a higher G.P. rate in the year under 
assessment on account of G.P. rate being lower than disclosed 
in the preceding year, l.e. A.Y. 1987*88 and thereby valuing an 
addition of Rs. 17,000/ — CIT(A) deleting the addition accepting 
assessee’s contention that the G.P rate disclosed in A.Ys. 
1986*87 and 1985*86 was accepted and no defect had been 
pointed out in the books of A/c — ClT(A)’s under upheld. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 145. 

CASH CREDIT — A.O. making addition of cash credit of 
Rs. 40,000/- for assessee's not producing the creditor and because 
of notice sent to the creditor coming back unserved — Assessee 
contending in appeal that the creditor firm had closed its business 
and that a common partner in assessee firm and creditor firm 
had filed a confirmation — CiT(A) allowing assessee’s appeal — 
CIT(A)’s order upheld. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 68. 

DISALLOWANCE OF INTEREST — A.O. disallowing interest of 
Rs. 5215 as relating to earlier years — Assessee contending in 
appeal that the amount in question was debited to assessee’s 
account by the bank in the accounting year under assessment — 
CiT(A) deleting the addition — ClT(A)*s order upheld. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 36. 

FACTS 

The assessee firm was deriving Income from trading, sawing and hiring 
of timber. For the assessment year 1988-89, the assessee filed return 
declaring an Income of Rs. 1,73,430. A suruei/ u/s 133A was conducted 
at the business premises of the assessee on 26-2-1988. The assessee 
surrendered an amount of Rs. 1,00,000 on account of difference in the 
valuation of stock of timber and also on account of low G.P. rate. Apart 
from the addition of the surrendered Income of Rs. 1,00,000/- the A.O. 
made an addition of Rs. 1 7,000 by appl^^ing G.P. rate of 25% as against 
disclosed G.P. rate of 22.89% on account of lower G.P. rate of profit 
this i/ear as compared to G.P. rate of 24.46% disclosed in the Immediatelv 
preceding year l.e. A.Y. 1987-88. Assessee contended in appeal that 
in the A.Ys. 1985-86 and 1986-87, the G.P. rate shown as 21% and 
22% respectively had been accepted and that in the i/ear under assess- 
ment no specific defect In the books of account was pointed out by the 
A.O. Aca^iing assessee’s plea, the C!T(A) deleted the trading addition. 

As regards the second point, the AiO. noting a cash credit ofRs. 40,000 
sent a notice to the creditor but the same was received back unserved. 
The assessee was required by the A.O. to produce the creditor and 
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creditor’s books of A/cs but the assessee failed to do so. The assessee, 
however, produced a confirmation certificate from a common partner 
who happened to be a partner In assessee’s firm as well as In the creditor 
firm. The A.O. not accepting assessee’s plea regardihg the Identitp and 
genuineness of the cash credit, made the addition of Rs. 40,000. In 
appeal the CIT(A) accepted assessee’s contention that notice sent to the 
creditor firm was received back unserued as the firm had closed its 
business and since the confirmation had been filed bv a common partner 
there was no ground for treating the deposit as a non-genulne entry. 
Accordingly the addition of Rs. 4o,000 was deleted by him. 

As regards the third Issue relating to the disallowance of Interest, the 
assessee had debited two amounts of Rs. 4815/-andRs. 199.52, aggregating 
to Rs. 5215 on account of Interest charged by the bank. The A.O. 
disallowed this amount as the same related to earlier years. The assessee 
contended In appeal that though the amounts In question related to 
earlier years, but the same were debited to assessee’s account by the 
bank on 27-5-1987 i.e. during the accounting year relevant to the 
assessment year 1988-89 under appeal and as such the claim was made 
in this year. The assessee’s plea was accepted by the CIT(A) and the 
Interest amount was accordingly allowed. 

DECISION 

As regards the first point it was held that mere non-maintenance of a stock 
register was not sufficient to reject the G.P. rate shown by the assessee, 
and therefore looking to the past history of the case and the nature of the 
addition, there was no force in the revenue’s plea that the addition should 
be sustained. 

As regards the second point it was held that the transaction had been 
duly proved by producing copy of the bank account showing the withdrawal 
of money as well as deposit by a bank draft. There was no challenge to 
the assertion that the depositor firm was an Income tax assessee, and 
therefore, identity of the depositor was also found to be not In doubt. 
Accordingly there was no justification of rejecting the cash credit entry. 

As regards the third issue, it was held that there was no denial to the 
asscertion that the bank debited the assessee’s account on 27-5-1987 by 
the two amounts in question and copy of the bank account proved that 
assertion. Therefore the expenditure appeared to have been rightly claimed 
in year under appeal in which it was charged by the bank. 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(N.K. Agrawal, J.M.) 

This Is an appeal by the revenue relating to the assessment year 
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2 . Ground No.l relates to the deletion of addition of Rs. 17,000/- in the 
results of the trading account. The assessee firm derived Income from 
trading, sawing and hiring of timber. Return of Income was filed declarinc 
total Income of Rs. 1,73,430/-. A survey at the business premises of th( 
assessee firm took place on 26-2-1988 u/s 133A jof the Income-tax Act. 
The assessee surrendered an income of Rs. 1,00,000/- on account of 
difference in the value of stock of timber and also on account of low G.P.rate. 
The Assessing Officer, however, made the addition in respect of the 
surrendered income and also made addition on account of low G.P. rate. 
The assessee had shown sales.at Rs. 8,10,225 and G.P, at Rs. 1,85,442 
giving the G.P. rate at 22,89%. In the preceding assessment year, the 
assessee had shown a higher G.P. rate of 24.46%. Therefore, the A.O. 
applied the G.P. rate of 25% and made an addition of Rs. 17,090. It wa; 
noted by the A.O. that the assessee had not maintained any stock register 
nor a list of closing stock was furnished. 

3. The assessee went in appeal with the plea that in the assessment year 
1985-86, G.P. rate had been shown at 21% and in the next assessment 
year, namely, 1986-87, it was 22% only. Profits had been accepted in those 
two years. All the purchases and sales were claimed to be vouched and 
no specific defect was said to have been pointed out in the assessment. 
The assessee's plea found favour with the first appellate authority and the 
addition was deleted. 

4. The Id. D.R. has contended that the assessee had not mentioned the 
quality of timber in the sale vouchers nor such details were found in the 
purchase bills. The assessee had also not maintained the sawing register 
nor the production register. Therefore, the G.P. is said to have been rightly 
fixed at 25%. 

5. The Id. counsel for the assessee has submitted that the assessee had 
shown a higher G.P. rate if the assessments relating to the assessment year. 
1985-86 and 1986-87 are kept In view. In those two years, the G.P. rate 
had been shown at 21% and 22% respectively whereas in the assessment 
year under appeal, it has been shown at 22.89%. The enhancement was 
made simply for the reason that the assessee had shown a G.P. rate ot 
24.46% in the preceding assessment year. It has been also pointed out 
that surrender of Income at Rs. 1 lakh had been made for two reasons, 
one on account of difference in the value of stock at the time of survey 
and also on account of the low G.P. rate. 

6. We have considered the rival contentions and we are In agreement with 
the learned counsel that the G.P. rate shown by the assessee at 22.89% 
may be said to be slightly less as compared to the profit rate shown in 
the Immediately preceding assessment year but the rate was definitely higher 
as compared to the assessment years 1985-86 and 1986-87. The past 
history of the case cannot be totally Ignored particularly when no specific 
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defects have been found in the books of accounts. The teamed couns^ 
for the assessee has pointed out that it was not possible to keep a day- 
to-day stock register in view of the nature of the business. The business 
relating to timber did not permit the assessee to maintain a day-to-ay stock 
register due to practical difficulties. We agree with the Id. counsel that mere 
non-maintenance of a stock register was not sufficient to reject the G.P. 
rate shown by the assessee. Therefore, looking to the past history of the 
case and the nature of the addition, we find no force in the revenue's plea 
that the addition should be sustained. Ground No. 1 fails. 

7. Ground No. 2 relates' to the deletion of addition of Rs. 40,000/- 
u/s 68 of the Act. The A.O. noted a cash credit entry of Rs. 40,000 in 
the name of Shrl Ram Rice Mills, Mandi Ahmcdgarh. This entry had been 
shown in the books of accounts of the assessee as on 15-1-1988. The A.O. 
made the addition because a notice sent to the creditor came unserved. 
The assessee was required to produce the creditor but the assessee neither 
produced the creditor nor the creditor’s books of accounts. There was, 
however, a common partner named Arun Kumar who happened to be a 
partner in the assessee’s firm as welt as in the creditor’s firm. Arun Kumar 
confirmed the deposit in the assessee firm and also produced a copy of 
the assessee’s account as appearing in the creditor’s books of accounts. 
The A.O., however, did not accept assessee’s plea regarding the identity 
and genuineness and made the addition. 

8. The assessee went in appeal with the plea that the notice sent by the 
AO was received unserved because the creditor firm had closed its business. 
The common partner still produced a confirmation in respect of the deposit 
of Rs. 40,000/- with the assessee firm. Since a certificate had been duly 
filed, there was no question of treating the deposit as a non-genulne entry. 
The amount of Rs. 40,000/- was shown to have been withdrawn by the 
depositor firm from the bank account by cheque and thereafter the money 
was deposited with the assessee firm through a bank draft. The depositor 
firm was also said to be a regular assessee under the Income-tax Act. The 
assessee’s plea was accepted in appeal. 

9. The Id. D.R. has submitted that the genuineness of the transaction had 
not been properly explained because neither the depositor was produced 
nor the books of accounts of the depositor. The Id. counsel for the assessee 
has, in reply, contended that the reason for not producing the depositor 
was a valid reason because the depositor firm did no more exist. Moreover, 
Arun Kumar, who happened to be a common partner, was produced before 
the AO and on confirmation of the deposit, there was no question of rejecting 
the evidence tendered by him (Arun Kumar). The very withdrawal of money 
from the bank account and deposit of the same through a bank draft made 
it further clear that the identity of the depositor firm had been duly 
established. 
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10. Looking to the facts of the case, we are In agreement with the learned 

counsel for the assessee that the transaction had been duly proved by 
producing copy of the bank account stowing the withdrawal of money as 
well as deposit by a bank draft. There is also no challenge to the assertion 
that the depositor firm, namely, Shrl Ram Rice Mills, was an Income-tax 
assessee. Therefore, identity of the depositor is also found to be not in 
doubt. There is, therefore, no Justification for rejecting the cash credit entry. 
Ground No. 2, therefore, fails. . 

11. Ground No. 3 relates to the deletion of addition of Rs. 5,215/- made 
on account of Interest. The assessee had shown payment of interest 
amounting to Rs. 1,63,387/-. The AO found two amounts, namely, Rs. 
4,815/- and Rs. 199.52, as relating to the earlier years. These two amounts 
were disallowed. The assessee went in appeal with the plea that the two 
amounts in question though related to the earlier year but were debited 
to the assessee’ s account by the bank on 27-5-1987. The accounting period 
of the assessee ended on 31-3-1988. On the basis of the entry made by 
the bank charging Interest, the assessee rightfully claimed deduction in the 
year under appeal. The assessee’s plea was accepted. 

12. The Id. D.R. has submitted that the expenditure was admittedly in respect 
of the interest relating to the earlier year and, therefore, could not be allowed 
in this year. The Id. counsel for the assessee has, in reply, submitted that 
the very charging of interest by the bank in the year under appeal gave 
rise to a claim for deduction in the year under appeal. The assessee could 
not claim any deduction until and unless the bank had debited the assessee’s 
account. Since a debit entry was made by the bank during the year under 
appeal, the expenditure arose only in this year and, therefore, the assessee 
could claim deduction only after the interest was charged. We are in 
agreement with the learned counsel for the assessee and find no force in 
the revenue’s plea fivat the expenditure could not be charged in the year 
under appeal. There is no denial to the assertion that the bank deposit 
debited the assessee 's account on 27-5-1987 by the two amounts in 
question. Copy of the bank account proves that assertion. Therefore, the 
expenditure appears to have been rightly claimed in the year under appeal 
in which it was charged by the bank. Ground No. 3 has no force. 

13. In the result, the appeal stands dismissed. 
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<1995) 126 Taxation 99 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH. JAIPUR 
(Before Shrl M.A.A, Khan and Shrl J,K. Verma) 

ITA Nos. 869 to 873/JP/91 
(Assessment Years 1987-88 & 1988-89) 

Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 

vs. 

1. Shri Karniram, Bikaner 

2. Shri Jiwanram, Bikaner 

3. Shri Madanlal, Bikaner (for two years) 

4. Shri Bheraram, Bikaner 
and 

C.O. Nos. 55-58/JP/92 arising out of above ITAs 
Asst. Years 1987-88 and 1988-89 

Shri Jiwanram & Ors. 
vs. 

Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 

For the Appellant A.K. Singh 

For the Respondent S. OJha 

Decided on 24-10-1994 

PENALTY FOR LATE HLING OF RETURN — The assessees who 
were partners in firm filed returns late — ACIT imposed penalties 
u/s 271(l)(a) — In first appeal penalties cancelled on the ground 
that firm’s accounts completed late & assessees received their 
shares late — Held, no penalty having been imposed on firm; 
partners not be penalized — First appellate authority’s views 
approved and order confirmed — Revenue’s appeals and C.O. by 
assessees dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 271(l)(a). 

FACTS 

The assessees were partners In a firm. The firm’s accounts could not 
be completed in time with the result the assessees received their share 
income late and filed their returns of Income also beyond the stipulated 
time. The assessees had no other Income except share in firm. For late 
filing of returns the Assessing Officer imposed penalties u/s 271(lXa) 
on the assessees. The first appellate authorlti; cancelled the penaltii 
orders on the ground that the assessees had received their share income 
from the ftrm quite late as the firm’s accounts were not completed in 
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time. The retjenue filed second appeals against these orders and the 
assessees filed cross objection s support! ng the order of the first Appellate 
Authorlfy. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that in the instant cases, the assessees had 
no other income except the share Income from firm and that no penalty 
u/s 271(l)(a) was Imposed on the firm. The Hon'ble Tribunal thus held 
that under such circumstances the view taken by the first appellate authority 
could not be claimed to be an unreasonable view. The appeds filed by the 
revenue and cross objections by the assessees were thus dismissed and the 
orders of the first appellate authority confirmed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Ramlal Aggarwal vs. C/T'134 ITR 342 (MP) 

2. CIT us. Dwarkadas Moot Chand 134 ITR 392 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(M.A.A. Khan, J.M.) 

in these sets of appeals, penalties of various amounts were levied on the 
respondents for the defaults under sec. 271(l)|a) of the l.T. Act, 1961 
for late filing of returns. In appeals, however, the Id. First Appellate Authority 
cancelled the penalties on the ground that the respondents had received 
their share Income from the firm, wherein they were partners, quite late, 
as the accounts of the firm were not completed in time. Aggrieved the 
Revenue has come up in appeals before the Tribunal. The respondents have 
filed the cross objections in ttieir respective cases simply in support of the 
orders of cancellation of penalties. 

2. The main contention of the Id. D/R was that since the respondents were 
quite independent assessees as they were under statutory obligations to file 
their returns Ih time and the late receipt of the share income therefrom 
as not sufficient quite reasonable cause to confer any benefit in their defaults. 
The Id. counsel for the assessees has, however, submitted that no penalty 
in the case of the firm Itself was levied or if received, the same was cancelled 
on the ground that the accounts of the firm were not finalised in time. 
Under the circumstances, where the assessees had no source of income 
other than the share income of the firm and the firm itself was not penalised 
for filing it^jetum late, the partners thereof should not be penalised. The 
Id. counsel for the assessees has supported his arguments with the case 
of CIT vs. Dwarkadas Moolchand, 134 ITR 392. 

3. We have considered the rival submissions and have gone through the 
material placed on record. At one stage of the proceedings before the 
Tribunal, we had required the Deptt. to inform us if any penalty proceedings 
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were ever launched In the case of the firm wherein the respondents were 
partners. We codd not be given a positive repJy in that behalf, nor any 
penalty order passed In the case of the firm was ever produced before us. 
At the time of hearing, it was almost an undisputed po^ttlcui that no penalty 
for late filing of the return was ever levied in the case of die firm. 

4. It could not be disputed before us that the respondent had no other 
sources of income save that share from the firm wherein th^ are partners. 
Their explanation was that since the accounts of die firm should not be 
finalised In time and they could not receive their share income from the 
firm in time, they could not file their returns of Income within the statutory 
period. This explanation has been accepted as reasonable by the 1st 
Appellate Authority. In the case relied upon by the assessee, the accounts 
of the firm were not finalised and the partner was unable to ascertain his 
income. The Tribunal had held that the partner was prevented by a 
reasonable cause from filing the return in time. The MP High Court (Indore 
Bench) held that the finding recorded by the Tribunal was a finding of fact 
and no question of law arose out of such findings. 

5. The Id. D/R submitted that the aforesaid decision of the MP High Court 
should not be a good guide for this Bench in upholding the orders of 
cancellation of penalties in the present case. In that behalf, he referred 
to the decision of the same High Court In the case of Ramlal Aggarwal 
vs. CIT, 134 ITR 342 wherein levy of penalty in similar circumstances was 
held to be justified. We, however, find that in that case, penalty under sec. 
27 l(l)(a) had already been levied on the firm M/s Ramlad Aggarwad wherein 
the assessees in that case were partners. Such is not the position in the 
cases before us. Therein no penalty proceedings were ever initiated in the 
case of the firm of if at all initiated, such proceedings ended in favour of 
the assessee. That means that non-finalisation of the accounts in the case 
of the firm was held to be a reasonable cause for the purposes of levying 
penalty for the default punishable under sec. 27 l(l)(a) of the Act. The further 
distinguishing feature In the present case is that the undisputed fact that 
the assessees herein have no other source of income save that of share 
Income from the firm in whose case, no penalty under sec. 271(l){a) has 
been levied. Under such circumstances, the view taken by the First Appellate 
Authority for cancelling the penalties in the present cases can be claimed 
to be an unreasonable view. In that sense of the matter, we do not feel 
incurred to disturb the orders under appeal in any of the present cases. 

6. Since the cross objections that are simply in support of the orders under 
appeal, which are being upheld, the time becomes infructuous. 

7. In the result all the appeals by the Revenue and all the cross objections 
by the assessee are hereby dismissed. 



102 


TAXATION - TRIBUNAL DECISIONS 


(VoL 126 


(1995) 126 Taxation 102 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

(Before Shrl. M.A.A. Khan and Shrl Pradeep Parlkh) 

ITA Nos. 388 & 389/JP/1991 
(Assessment Years 1985-86 8t 1986-87) 

Income-tax Officer, Ward I, Bikaner 

vs. 

M/s Hazarimal Ramlal, Bikaner 

C.O. Nos. 27 & 28/JP/91 
(arising out of ITA Nos. 388 & 389/JP/91) 

Asst. Years 1985-86 & 1986-87 

M/s Hazarimal Ramlal 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 

For the Appellant A.K. Singh 

For the Respondent Suresh Ojha 

Decided on : 1-2-1995 

PENALTY — Assessing Officer making trading additions on estimated 
and completed assessments on higher figures than returned — 
Also imposing penalties u/s 273(2)(a) — CIT(A) cancelling the 
penalties — Held, estimated additions no concrete evidence of 
income — Penalty not imposable — CIT(A)’s order confirmed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 273(2)(a). 

FACTS 

The assessee filed returns of Income for the assessment years 

1985- 86 & 1986-87 declaring income of Rs. d8,872J- and Rs. 71,362 
respectiueli;. 7'hc Assessing Officer while completing the assessments 
made estimated trading additions and determined the Income for both 
the assessment ^/ears at Rs. 1,15,409/- and Rs. 1,21,020/- respective I i/. 
Since the advance tax paid by the assessee was much lower than 75% 
of the assessed tax, the Assessing Officer Imposed penalties ofRs. 5,000 
& Rs. 4,300/- u/s 273(2)(a) for assessment years 1985-86 and 

1986- 87 respectively;. CIT(A), however, deleted these penalties and the 
Revenue filed second appeal. The assessee also filed cross objections 
in support of the order of CIT(A). 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that in this case assessments have been 
completed on higher figures Oh account of trading additions. The Tribunal 
pointed out that Section 145 would be invoked (a) where the accounts were 
correct and completed but the method employed was such that the Income 
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would not be properiy deduced or (b) where the correctness or completeness 
of the accounts was not satisfactory or (c) where no method of accounting 
was regularly employed. It was not brought on record as to under which 
of the situations trading additions were made in this case. It could be a 
subjective opinion of the A.O. about the existence of any of the above 
situation and which could hardly be comprehended by an assessee. No 
penalty could be imposed where there was nothing concrete available with 
the A.O. with which the estimate of advance tax filed could be compared. 
It would just be to compare one estimate with the other. Thus following 
the judgment in the case of Jaipur Metals & Electricals Ltd. (97 ITR 721) 
the Hon’ble Tribunal held that in the instant case no penalty was impossible 
and confirmed the order of CITfA) and allowed the cross objections. 

Case referred to : 

Jaipur Metals & Electricals Ltd. vs. CIT (97 ITR 721) 

-ull text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(Shri Pradeep Parikh, A.M.) 

These appeals by the department and cross objections by the assessee 
pertaining to assessment years 1985-86 and 1986-87 Involve a common 
ground and hence are being disposed off by this consolidated order for the 
sake of convenience. , 

2. The only issue pertains to the levy of penalty by the Assessing Officer 
under section 273(2)(a) and the cancellation thereof by the Id. CIT (Appeals). 

3. For the assessment year 1985-86, the assessee returned an income 
of Rs. 48,87 2/- and was assessed at Rs. 1 ,15,409/-. Similarly for assessment 
year 1986-87, the assessee returned an income of Rs. 71 ,362/- and was 
assessed at Rs. 1,21,020/-. For both the years, the assessments were 
completed at higher incomes on account of trading additions made by the 
Assessing Officer. The advance tax paid by the assessee for both the years 
amounted to Rs. 2,541/- and Rs. 5,646/- respectively. As the advance 
tax paid was much lower than 75% of the assessed tax, the Assessing Officer 
initiated penalty proceedings under section 273(2)(a) and Imposed penalty 
of Rs. 5,000/- and Rs. 4,300/- respectively for the two years. 

4. The Id. CIT (A) cancelled the penalties in respect of both the years. 

5. We have heard the rival submissions. 

6. As per section 273(2)(a), penalty is leviable when the assessee files the 
statement of advance-tax or an estimate of advance-tax which he knew or 
had reasons to believe to be untrue. Past experience and the current results 
upto the date of filing the estimate would normally form the basis of filing 
the estimate. If subsequently, at the time of assessment, it is found that 
based on these facts only, the assessee had withheld the payment of advance 
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tax by filing a lower estimate of Income, tiien penalty u/s 273(2)(a) would 
be attracted. In other words, inspite of sound basis available with him to 
file a true estimate, he files a lower estimate, thereby consciously withholding 
the payment of advance-tax, penalty would be imposable. 

7. In the instant case, the assessments have been completed atliigher figures 
on account of trading additions. Trading additions are made by Involving 
the provisions of section 145. Section 145 would be Invoked In either of 
the three situations, namely, (a) where the accounts are correct and complete, 
but the method employed is such that the income cannot be properly 
deduced therefrom, or (b) where the correctness or completeness of the 
accounts is not satisfactory, or (c) where no method of accounting is regularly 
employed by the assessee. 

8. It is not brought on record as to under which of the above situations, 
trading additions are to be made in the assessee's case. But essentially, 
it would be the subjective opinion of the Assessing Authority about the 
existence of any of the above situations. That the Assessing Officer would 
form such an opinion, can hardly be comprehended by an assessee. And 
when such a situation arises, the only course probably available with the 
Assessing Officer, is to determine the income on a fair estimate. 

9. Thus while imposing penalty u/s 273(2)(a), in such a situation, the 
Assessing Officer would be comparing merely one estimate with another. 
No penalty can be imposed where there is nothing concrete available with 
the Assessing Officer with which the estimate of advance tax filed by the 
assessee can be compared. This may lead to adhocity and arbitrariness so 
far as imposition of penalties is concerned. 

10. Our view is fortified by the decision of the Jurisdictional High Court 
irv the case of Jaipur Metals & Electricals Ltd. vs. CIT (97 ITR 721). 

11. We, therefore, uphold the orders of the Id. CITfA) for both the years 
cancelling the penalty. 

12. In the results, both the appeals are dismissed and the cross-objections 
allowed. 
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(1995) 126 Texatlbn 105 (Trib.) 

JN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

(Before Shri M.A.A. Khan and Shrl Pradeep Parlkh) 

ITA No. 1090/JP/1990 
(Assessment Year 1986-87) 

Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax 

vs. 

M/s Modi Engineers 

For the Appellant A.K. Singh 

For the Respondent N. Mertia 

Decided on 8-3-1995 

PENALTY — Assessee filing estimate but not paying advance tax 

— Assessing Officer initiating penalty proceedings u/s 273(2)(b) 

— During the hearing A.O. found estimate flled was also untrue 
—Issuing letter to assessee to show cause for penalty u/s 273(2)(a) 
also — Assessing Officer levying penalty of Rs. 10,000/- on both 
charges — CIT(A) cancelling penalty as no default u/s 273(2)(b) 
as estimate duly filed and that no proceedings initiated u/s 273 
(2)(a) in the original notice — Held once proceedings Initiated 
u/s 273(2)(b) penalty u/s 273(2)(a) could be imposed provided 

. a proper opportunity afforded before passing order — Penalty 
imposed, however, cancelled as Revenue failed to establish malflde 
etc. on assessee’s part. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 273(2)(a), 273(2)(b), 274 & 292B. 

FACTS 

During the course of assessment proceedings the Assessing Officer 
Initiated penalty proceedings l/s 273(2Xb) for failure to file estimate 
; of advance tax. The assessee during the course of hearing furnished 
evidence for filing of estimate. The A.O. however noted that the assessee 
had not paid any advance tax and that the estimate filed was also untrue. 
The Assessing Officer therefore by virtue of a letter asked the assessee 
to show cause as to why penalty u/s 273(2Xa} be also not Imposed. The 
Assessing Officer reJetted the assessee’s plea that the challan for making 
payment of advance tax had been misplaced at the time of filing the 
estimate and that as soon as It came to Its knowledge the tax was paid 
iVs 140A and the Assessing Officer Imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000 
on both the charges u/s 273(2Xa) and 273(2Xb). In appeal the CIT(A) 
cancelled the penalty holding that as the assessee had duly filed the 
estimate there was no default u/s 273(2Xb) and that there was no mention 
In the original notice regarding default u/s 273(2Xa). Aggrieved by the 
CIT’s order the Revenue filed second appeal. 
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DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that u/s 209A the liability to pay the advance 
tax alongwlth the filing of the estimate clearly flows not only from the headlnc 
given to this section but also from the express language used therein. Such 
an Interpretation advances the smooth functioning of this provision. The 
Tribunal thus approved the approach of the A.O. In this behalf. Regarding 
Issue of a notice u/s 273(2)(a) during the course of assessment proceedings 
the Hon’ble Tribunal pointed out that section 274(1) does not speak of 
the requirement of Issuing any notice as condition precedent for initiating 
penalty proceedings under chapter XXI. The only requirement was to give 
a proper opportunity of being heard before the penalty was imposed. Further 
any mistake defect or omission relating to the furnishing of the return making 
assessment, issuance of notice or summons and taking of proceedings which 
would be curable u/s 292B would not vitiate the return, assessment, notice 
or summons or other proceedings. Since in this case the A.O. had specifically 
required the assessee to answer the default furnishable u/s 273 (2)(a) and 
had thereafter given proper opportunity of being heard before levying 
penalty, no irregularity in the proceedings was committed by him. 

However, about the merits of levy of penalty the Hon’ble Tribunal held 
that while rejecting the assessee’s explanation the A.O should have adduced 
further proof of a malaflde intention or dishonest conduct on the part of 
the assessee. The Assessing Officer has placed no material on record to 
show that the assessee had deliberately acted in defiance of his statutory 
obligation in the matter of payment of tax. He has also not mentioned in 
his order as to how the estimate filed by the assessee was untrue to his 
knowledge. Therefore, the Tribunal confirmed the deletion of penalty as 
per CIT(A)'s order but on different grounds. 

Cases referred to : 

1. C/7 us. Vljayanti Mala 108 ITR 882 (Mad.) 

2. C/7 us. B.P. Mehta 199 ITR 654 (Guj.) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(M.A.A. Khan, J.M.) 

In this case the Assessing Officer (A.O.) initiated penalty proceedings for 
assessee’s default of failure to file the estimate of advance-tax payable 
punishable u/ s 273(2){b) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (the Act). In the course 
of the proceedings, the assessee proved that he has filed such estimate 
on 13-12-1985. But the A.O. noted that though the estimate had been 
so filed, yet the assessee had not paid the advance-tax. He, therefore, held 
the assessee a defaulter for the purposes of sec. 273(2)(b) of the Act. 

2. In the course of the penalty proceedings, the A.O. further noted that 
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the estimate of advarK:e tax payable by the assessee was untrue. He, 
therefore, called upon the assessee by his letter dated 3-3-1989 to show 
cause as to why penalty for default punishable u/s 273(2)(a) be not levied 
upon him. By his reply dated 5-3-1989, the assessee explained that the 
estimate had been filed by him well within time but the reason for not 
paying the advance-tax was mentioned by him in his reply. In his earlier 
reply, the assessee had explained that by reason of the challan having been 
misplaced, he could not pay the advance-tax of Rs. 8,050/- but when that 
case came to his notice at the time of filing the return he paid the tax 
u/s 140A at Rs. 60,202/- on 4-6-1986. The A.O. did not feel satisfied 
with this explanation and he held the assessee defaulter for sec. 273{2)(a) 
as well. Thus the A.O. found the assessee defaulter for both the provision? 
of sec. 273, namely sec. 273(2)(a) as well as sec. 273(2)(b) of the Act. 
The A.O. levied a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- accordingly. 

3. In appeal, the Id. CIT(A) held that since the assessee had filed an estimate 
of advance-tax payable, he was not a defaulter for the purpose of levyinc 
penalty u/s 273(2)(b). He further held that since the proceedings were not 
initiated for assessee's default punishable u/s 273(2)(a), he was not to be 
vitiated with penalty under that provision either. The Id. CITfA) thus cancelled 
the penalty and allowed assessee’s appeal. 

4. The Id. D/R submitted that the defect, if any, either in the notice Issued 
u/s 274 in the proceedings held in this case, was a curable irregularity 
and since due notice of the actual default committed by the assessee was 
given to him before levying the penalty, such defect stood cured. He further 
submitted that since the assessee had undisputedly not paid the amount 
of advance-tax payable by him as per provisions of sec. 209A a default 
punishable u/s 273(2)(b) as well as u/s 273(2){a), was committed. He, 
therefore, urged for restoration of the penalty. 

5. The Id. counsel for the assessee submitted that in the instant case no 
default, either u/s 273(2)(a) or u/s 273(2)(b) could be said to have beer 
committed by the assessee Inasmuch as the assessee had filed an estimate 
of advance-tax payable and it was not proved that such estimate was untrue. 
Mr. Mertia further submitted that default in paying the estimated advance- 
tax could be punishable u/s 218 but not u/s 273{2)(a) or 273{2)(b) of the 
Act. In this behalf, Mr. Mertia relied upon the Madras High Court decision 
in CIT os. Vijai/anti Mala 108 ITR 882 and Gujarat High Court decision 
in CIT vs. B.P. Mehta, 199 ITR 654 We find ourselves in agreement with 
Mr. Mertia. 

6. Section 207 of the Act casts an obligation to pay advance-tax in respect 
to the total income of the assessee which would be chargeable to tax for 
the current year. Section 208 lays down the conditions of the liability tc 
pay advance-tax and sec. 209 tells the mode and manner to compute such 
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tax. See. 209A, which has since been omitted by Direct Tax Laws 
Amendment) Act, 1987 w.e.f. 1-4-1988 dealt with the computation and 
aayment of advance-tax by the assessee. The relevant part of that sec. as 
5 material for our purpose, ran as under, at the relevant time 

”209A : Every person shall In each financial year, on or before the 
date on which the first or where he has not previously been assessed 
by way of regular assessment under this Act, on or before the date 
on which the last Instalment of advance-tax is due in his case under 
sub-sec. (1) of sec. 211, if his current Income Is likely to exceed the 
amount specified in sub-sec. (2) of sec. 208, send to the ITO — 

(a) where he has been previously assessed by way of regular assessment 
under this Act, a statement or advance-tax payable by him computed 
in the manner laid down in clause (a) or as the case may, sub-clause 
(i) of clause (d) of sub-sec. (1) of sec. 209 or 

(b) where he has not previously been assessed by way of regular 
assessment under this Act, an estimate of — 

(i) the current, income, and 

(ii) the advance-tax payable by him on the current income calculated 
in the manner laid down in sec. 209, 

and shall pay such amount of advance-tax — 

(I) in a case falling under clause (a), as accords with the statement 
in equal Instalments on the dates applicable in his case under sec. 
211; and 

(II) in a case felling under clause (b), as accords with the estimate in 
equal instalments on such of the dates applicable in his case as 
have not expired, or in one sum if only the last of such dates has 
not expired.” 

It may be seen that the obligation casts on an assessee, who had not 
een previously assessed by way of regular assessment under the Act, was 
) send to the ITO an estimate of (i) his current income and (il) the advance- 
IX payable by him on the current Income. The further requirement was 
i pay the amount of advance-tax payable. This last obligation is clearly 
ome out from the heading given to this section as also from the clause 
and shall pay such amount of advance-tax” used below the two categories 
f the assessees enumerated under clause (b) of sub-sec. (1) of sec. 209A. 
le obligation to pay the amount of advance-tax is very much explicit from 
le language of this section. Otherwise also it makes no sense that obligation 
file the estimate of advance-tax payable only without further obligation 
i paying the amount of such advance-tax was cast upon the assessee by 
le legislature. Liability to pj^ the-amount of advance-tax along with the 
ing of the estimate of the current income and the advance-tax payable 
early flows not only from the heading given to this section but also from 
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the express language used tfierein. Such an toiteirnpetation advances the 
smooth functioning of this provision otherwise the very purpose of enacting 
that provision would get frustrated. In this behalf we approve of the approach 
adopted by the A.O. 

8. The argument of Mr. Mertla that the non-payment of advance-tzuc is 
punishable u/s 218 and not u/s 373 appears to be totally misconceived. 
The relevant parts of the two provisions, as are material for deciding this 
appeal, ran as under at the relevant time 

218 "If any assessee does not pay on the date specified in sub-section 
(1) of sec. 211, any instalment of advance-tax that he is required 
to pay by sec. 210 and does not on or before the date on which 
any such instalment as is not paid becomes due, send to the A.O. 
an intimation under sub-sec. (5) of sec. 210 or does not pay on 
the basis of his estimate of his current income the advance-tax 
payable by him under sub-section (6) or section 210, he shall be 
deemed to be an assessee in default in respect of such instalment 
or instalments.” 

273(2) : ”If the A.O. in the course of any proceedings in connection 
with the regular assessment for the assessment year 
commencing on the 1st day of April, 1970, or any sub- 
sequent assessment year is satisfied that the assessee — 

(a) has furnished under sec. 2(1) or sub-section (3) or (5) of 
- Section 209A, or u/s 212(2)(1) an estimate of the advance- 

tax payable by him which he knew or had reason to believe 
to be untrue, or 

(aa) XXXXXXXXX 

(b) has failed to furnish an estimate of advance-tax payable by 
him in accordance with the provisions of sub-section (4) 
of section 209A or u/s 212(3A)" 

9. It may be noted that sec. 218, deals with the situation when an assessee 
is deemed to be in default. It speaks of those assessees who have been 
assessed to tax by way of regular assessment, but have not paid the instalment 
of advance-tax despite AO’s notice u/s 210 or have failed to pay the advance- 
tax as per their estimates of current income despite such notice. The default 
contemplated in this section is related to the non-compliance of AO’s order 
passed u/s 210(3) or 210(4) of the Act. The default contemplated is 
specifically punishable u/s 221 of the Act. 

10. The provisions contained in either sec. 273(2)(a) or (b) on the contrary, 
do not necessitate the issue of any order of A.O. u/s 210 for their 
application. They intend to punish an assessee who has either totally failed 
to furnjsh the estimate of the advance-tax payable or if he has furnished 
one the same is found untrue to his knowledge. This sec. 218 and sec. 
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273(2)(a) and (b) materially differ in their purposes and field of operation. 

1 1 . At this stage we would like to deal with another requirement for imposing 
the penalties enumerated under Chapter XXI of the Act. Sec. 274 lays down 
the procedure for levying such penalties. Sub-section (1) of Section 274 
which is relevant for our purpose, runs as under: — 

"Sec. 274(1) No order imposing a penalty under this Chapter shall 
be made unless the assessee has been heard or has been given 
a reasonable opportunity of being heard.” 

It may be noted that sec. 274{ 1) does not speak of the requirement of Issuing 
any notice as condition precedent for inltating penalty proceedings under 
Chapter XX!. What is required for valid imposition of the penalties under 
Chapter XXI is to hear the assessee, or to give him proper opportunity 
of being heard before the penalty is actually imposed. Since no statutory 
notice is to make the basis of levy of penalty under Chapter XXI there 
would arise no question of changing the basiS in the course of hearing of 
the proceedings. If in a given case A.O. has issued a notice to the assessee 
to answer a particular charge and the A.O. has also initiated penalty 
proceedings on the basis mentioned in the notice given by him to the 
assessee, he may change that very basis to another and impose penalty 
accordingly provided that he has heard the assessee or has given to him 
a proper opportunity of being heard on the changed basis, before imposing 
penalty upon the assessee. The provisions of sec. 274 In fact make safeguard 
against the violation of the principle of natural justice which required that 
no person should be condemned without hearing. This provision thus 
advances the spirit of Article 21 of the Constitution of India. It should not 
be interpreted as laying down the requirement of issue of any statutory 
notice as condition precedent for the very initiation of penalty proceedings 
under the Act. 

12. Further if any mistake, defect or omission has been committed in relation 
to the furnishing of a return of income, making an assessment. Issuing a 
notice or summons or taking the proceedings but the return of income 
furnished assessment made, notice or summons issued, or proceedings taken 
are in substance and effect in conformity with or according to the intent 
or purpose of the Act, such mistake, defect or omission would not invalidate 
the return of Income, assessment notice or summons or the proceedings. 
Section 292B regards such mistakes, defects or omission as being of 
procedural natural amounting to curable Irregularity only. Any mistake, 
defect or omission, relating to the furnishing of die returns, making assessment. 
Issuance of notice or summons and taking of proccedirigs, which is curable 
u/s 292B does not vitiate the return, assessment, notice or summons or 
other proceedings. But the true nature and character of the mistake, defect 
or omission shall have to be consiHered with reference to the effect or 
consequences from the mistake, defects or ornissions upon the decision 
of the issue invdved in a given case 
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13. Now coming to the merits of the case, we find that the assessee 
admittedly is a person who had not hitherto been assessed to teuc by way 
of regular assessment. In view of that factual position, the provisions of 
sec. 209A(1) (b) were applicable. Further since he had furnished an estimate 
of advcince-tax, though not paid such tax, the provisions of sec. 273(2)(b) 
were not applicable to his case. The view of the AO that since the assessee 
had not paid advance-tax and hence he was a defaulter for the purposes 
of sec. 273(2)(b) was obviously wrong. 

14. The main requirement for attracting the provisions of sec. 273 (2)(b) 
in the failure of an assessee to furnish the estimate of advance-tax payable 
further requirement of paying advance-t 2 « flows from the language of sec. 
209A(l)(b) which has not been referred to in sec. 273(2)(b), though the 
same has been used in the language of sec. 273(2)(a). What had not been 
intended by the Legislature in making assessee's default punishable 
u/s 273(2)(b) should not be imported in its language for the purpose of 
levying penalty. In fact the non-payment of advance tax is ordinarily a natural 
consequence of the failure to furnish the estimate of advance-tax. In a given 
case an assessee may be found to have paid advance-tax without furnishing 
the estimate thereof. In that situation the default may be punishable, if at 
all, u/s 273(2)(a) and not u/s 273(2)(b). For in the act of making payment 
of advance-tax an assessee may be deemed to have furnished the required 
estimate of advance-tax at the figure of the actual amount paid by him by 
way of advance-tax. The tax so paid may be short of his liability and in 
that case it may be inferred that the estimate made by him of his liability 
u/s 209A{1) Incorrect and untrue to his knowledge. His default of making 
short payment of his advance-tax liability may thus be punishable 
u/s 273(2)(a). In the administration of the provisions contained in sec. 
273(2) it should be kept in mind that purpose is to enforce the payment 
of correct amount of advance-t£U( payable by an assessee and not to 
necessarily punish him. 

15. Now to coming to the merits to the imposition of penalty under sec. 
273(2)(a), the mere fact that the assessee did not pay the advance-tax along 
with the assessee did not pay the advance-tax along with the furnishing 
of the estimate of advance-tax payable without further proof of a mala fide 
intention or dishonest conduct on the part of the assessee should not result 
in penalty under this provision. The case of the assessee was that the challatn 
meant for making payment of advance-tax had been misplaced at the time 
of furnishing the estimate of such tax. But as soon as the assessee came 
to know of the likely consequences, he deposited the tax u/s 140A of the 
Act. This conduct of the assessee has not been controverted by the Revenue. 
The AO h<ts placed no material on record to show that the assessee had 
deliberately acted in defiance of his statutory obligations under the Act. 
He has not even mentioned in his order as to how the estimate filed by 
the assessee was untrue to his Imowledge. He did not mention the figures 
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of estimated current income, the returned Income and the finally assessed 
income of the assessee. Under such circumstances the ratio of the dedsions 
of the Madras and Gujarat High Courts in the cases relied upon by the 
assessee applied to the benefit of the assessee. 

16. In the Madras case, which was a case for penalty u/s 221, the Madras 
High Court held that simply because an assessee has Incurred the liability 
to pay penalty, it is not obligatory on the part of the officer to levy a penalty, 
whether a penalty should be levied or not and if so what should be the 
quantum of the penalty will depend on the facts and circumstances of each 
case which will primarily concern whether the default was wilful or merely 
accidental. 

17. Likewise, In the Gujarat case which was a case for default punishable 
u/s 273{2)(c) the Gujarat High Court held that ‘liability for penalty 
u/s 27.3(2)(c) is incurred by the assessee only when the assessee falls to 
furnish an estimate of advance-tax payable by him In accordance with the 
provisions of sec. 212(3A). Sec. 273{2)(c) does not deal with the liability 
which may arise because of failure of the assessee to pay such amount of 
advance- tax as accords with his estimate of advance-tax.’ That is also a 
point which we have highlighted at an earlier part of this order. Both these 
cases fully support our view point and therefore, we hold that imposition 
of any penalty either u/s 273(2)(a) or 273(2)(b) in this case was not Justified 
and has rightly been cancelled. 

18. Before we close, we would like to add that since the AO had specifically 
required the assessee to answer the default punishable u/s 273(2)(a) and 
had, thereafter given him proper opportunity of. being heard, before levying 
the penalty no irregularity in the proceedings was committed by him. The 
Id. CIT(A) has taken a wrong view of the legal position of the point. But 
In view of what has been discussed above, we uphold the order under appeal 
on merits of the case, though for other reasons. 

19. In the result the appeal Is dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 112 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRffiUNAL 
COCHIN BENCH 

(Beford Shri Y. Santhanam & Smt. P.K. Amminl) 
ITA No. 331/Coch./1990 
(Assessment Year 1986-87) 

M/s Phoenix Plywood (P) Ltd.» Kottayam 

vs. 

Income-tax OMcer, Ward-1, Kottayam 

For the Appellant . R. Srinlvaaan 

For the Respondent T. John Gaorge 
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Decided on 24-2-1995 

CAPITAL OR REVENUE EXPENDITURE — AssesMC installing Feed 
Mats costing Rs* l,32,666/> — fTO treating this expenditure >as 
capital and allowing depreciation — First appeal rejected — Held, 
Feed Mats used for conveying the products to drums fitted with 
abrasive materials are worn out after 8 to 10 months •— Hence 
to be allowed as a revenue expenditure. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37. 

FACTS 

During the gear the assessee Installed two Feed Mats costing 
Rs. 1,32,666/- and claimed this amount as Revenue Expenditure. The 
Assessing Officer, however, treated the same as a capital expenditure 
and allowed depreciation on It. In first appeal the CIT (A) confirmed 
the order of the Assessing Officer. The assessee filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal found that the Feed Mat was an accessory for Drum 
Sander, the machine used for sending the products for smoothness. Feed 
Mat otherwise known as endless conveyor belt was used for conveying the 
products to the Drums fitted with abrasive materials. The belts were rubberised 
materials which in the process get systematically damaged and with sys- 
tematic maintenance of the machine and careful handling the feed mats 
could be used for 8 to 10 months and thereafter it would be worn out. 
Accordingly the Hon’ble Tribunal held that the expenditure in question was 
a revenue expenditure and the deduction of Rs. 1,32,666/- was allowed. 

Case referred to : 

CIT us. Mahalakshml Textile Mills Ltd. 66 ITR 710 (SC) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(P.K. AmminI, J.M.) 

This appeal by the assessee relates to the asscsancnt year 1986-87. 

(2) The first ground in this appeal is against the disallowance of 
Rs. 1,32,666/- treating it as capital expenditure. The assessee, a private 
limited company, is engaged in the manufacture of commercial plywood. 
During the year under consideration, the assessee had Installed two Feed 
Mats costing Rs. 1 ,32,666/-. The assessee claimed it as a revenue expenditure 
allowable under the provisions of the IT Act. The Assessing Officer, however, 
rejected the assessee’s claim for deduction on the ground that the said 
expenditure is capital expenditure but allowed depreciation thereon at. the 
ordinary rate. On appeal, the CITfAppeals) sustained the addition. The 
assessee is aggrieved. 
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(3) We have heard rival submissions and perused the records. On the facts 
and circumstances of the case, we are of the opinion "that the CIT(Appeals) 
was not Justified in treating the expenditure in question as capital expen- 
diture. According to the assessee, the feed mat is an accessory for Drum 
Sander, the machinery used for sanding the products for smoothness. Feed 
Mat otherwise known as endless conveyor belt is used for conveying the 
products to the drums fitted with abrasive materials. The assessee’ s products 
are heavy items like Block Boards, Plywood etc. and the belts are rubberised 
materials which in the process get systematically damaged. Hence, the life 
expectancy of the product is not long. With systematic maintenance of the 
machine and careful handling, the feed mats can be used for a period of 
8 to 10 months without problems. Thereafter, it gets worm out. Hence, 
it is the contention of the assessee that the expenditure incurred for feed 
mats is nothing but the expenditure Incurred for replacement of the worn 
out accessories. We accept this contention of the assessee and hold that 
the expenditure in question is a revenue expenditure allowable under the 
provisions of the l.T. Act. Our v^ew is fully supported by the decision of 
the Supreme Court in CIT us. Mahalakshmf Textile Mills Ltd. (66 FTR 
710) wherein it has been held that the Tribunal had evidence before it from 
which it could be concluded that by introducing the “Casablanca conversion 
system” the assessee made current repairs to the machinery and plant and 
the sum of Rs. 93,2 1 5/- was allowable as an expenditure incurred for current 
repairs under section 10(2)(v) of the Act. We allow the claim of the assessee 
in the instant case for deduction of Rs. 1,32,666/- as revenue expenditure. 

(4) In the light of our finding that the expenditure incurred for replacement 
of worn out accessories is a revenue expenditure allowable under the IT 
Act, the other issues raised in the grounds of appeal do not survive for 
our consideration. The appeal is allowed in part. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 114 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
COCHIN BENCH, COCHIN 
(Before Shri G. Santhanam and Smt. P.K. AmminI) 

ITA Nos. 470, 471 and 472 (Coch.)/1990 
(Assessment Years 1984-85, 1985-86 and 1986-87) 

M/s Olympic Wines, Kottayam 
vs. 

The Income-tax Officer, Ward I, Kottayam 

For the Appellant R. Srinivasan 

For the Respondent J*. Balakrishnan 

Decided on 21-2-1995 

REGISTRATION OF HRM — Assessee doing Abkart business — 
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Bsesscd mm Registered Hitn — CIT noticing most oi shops were 
Id in the nemes of persons other than partners & no licence In 
le name of firm to run Abkarl business <— Commissioner set 
siding the orders u/s 263 — Held, there being, no prohibition 
>r transfer of licence in Abkari Act, the firm was entitled to 
sgistration. 

icome-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 185 and 263. 
srala Abkari Act. 


FACTS 


he assessee a partnership firm was doing Abkari business and was 
isessed as Registered firm. The learned Commissioner of Income-tax 
Dticed that most of the shops were bid In the names of persons other 
lan the partners and that no licence was Issued In the name of the 
artnership to run the Abkari business. He therefore held that the firm 
as not entitled to registration and set aside the assessments for redoing 
le same In accordance with law. The assessee filed appdal. 

DECISION 


ne Hon’blc Tribunal observed that clause 4 of the partnership deed dt. 
-4*1983 slated that even though these shops were obstenslbly bid In the 
amc of others; these were in reality bid as agents of the partners and 
tn by the firm. Further there was no prohibition in the Kerala Abkari Act 
r a firm to run the Abkari business and that there was no prohibition 
r transfer of licence. Further as stated the licences were obtained In those 
ames to make up for the solvency to be provided at the time of bid. The 
ribunal thus held that the firm was entitled to registration and set aside 
le order of the Commissioner. 


Cases referred to : 

. ITO vs. Raveendra Engineering Construction Co. 198 ITR 32 AT 

. Sree Murugan Trading Co. Mavellkkara ITA No. 107 (Coch.) 1989 
dt. 27-2-1992 (Coch.) 

ull text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

3. Santhanam, A.M.) 

hese appeals are by the assessee. The appeals relate to the assessment 
sars 1984-85, 1985-86 and 1986-87. 

. The assessee is a partnership firm doing Abkari buslr^ss. The firm was 
ssessed in the status of a registered firm. The learned Commissioner of 
come-tax noticed that most of the shops were bid in the names of persons 
ther than the partners and that no licence was issued in the name of the 
artnershlp to run Abkari Business. Therefore, he was of the view that die 
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ass«ssee was not entitled to registration. In this view of the matter, he set 
aside the assessment orders with a direction to the Assessing Officer to 
redo the assessments in the correct status Ih accordance with law. The 
assessee is in appeal against the order of the Cotmnis^ner of Income- 
tax under sec. 263 of the I.T. Act. 

3. It is brought to our notice that the issue is squarely governed in favour 
of the assessee in the Special Bench decision of the Tribunal in the case 
of ITO us. Reueendra Engineering Construction Co. 198 ITR 32 AT. The 
assessee also relies on the decision of the Tribunal dated 27-2-1992 in 
ITA No. 107 (Coch.)/1989 in the case of Ws Sree Murugan Trading Co., 
Maueilkkara. 

4. We have heard rival submissions and perused the records. The licences 
for some of the shops were held in the names of the partners. In respect 
of some other shops the licence was taken in the names of persons who 
were not partners. However, clause 4 of the partnership deed dated 
1-4-1983 stated that even though these shops were ostensibly bid in the 
names of others, these were in reality bid as agents of the partners and 
run by the firm. There is no prohibition in the Abkari Act for a firm to 
run the Abkari business. Further, the Special Bench in the case cited supra 
noticed that none of the provisions of the Abkari Act prohibited transfer 
of licence. It also noticed that there was no provision in the Kerala Abkari 
Act making the transfer of licence without permission a punishable offence. 
Further it is urged that the licences were obtained in the name of non- 
partners in some cases in order to make up for the solvency to be provided 
at the time of the bid. In view of these facts, we hold that the firm is entitled 
to grant of registration. The order of the learned Commissioner of Income- 
tax under section 263 of the I.T. Act is set aside. 

5. The appeals are allowed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 116 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
DELHI BENCH ‘A*, NEW DELHI 
(Bef<^re Shri Vimal Gandhi and Miss Moksh Mahajan) 
ITA No. 3833/Dcl./1985 
(Assessment Year 1982-83) 

M/s bilip Kumar . Kali Chaifafl; Agra 

vs. 

Income-tax Officer, Circle Il« F Ward, Agra 

For the Appellant C.S. Agparwal 

For the Respondent S.C. Gupta 

Decided on . 30-11-1994 



.991^ M/S Dilip Kumar Kali Charan vs. ITO (Cochin} , ll7 

REGISTRATION OF FIRM Ona of tiia partnan of aaa aaa a a flmi 
was a Pvt. Trust ITO luddlng In onlar u/s 143(3) ttiM busInasB 
incoma which was divertad to the trust actually balongad to tiie ^ 
firm — As such firm held to ba not gai^ne and r^ltatratlon reused 
— CIT(A) confirming lTO*s order dlao holding that prdfita not 
dividad, distributed, credited ns per partnership deed and A pp fi cat km 
■orm No. 11 Held, no material that Trust’s profit shared by 
tartners — Not a case of Benamidar of other partner — Firm 
entitled to registration. 

income-tax Act, 1961 — ^ Sections 184 and 18S(l)(b). 

Income-tax Rules, 1962 — Rules 22-24 and Form No. 11 

FACTS 

% 

Assessee a firm and one of the partners of a Private Family Specl^c 
Trust. While passing order u/s 143(3), the ITO held that the wholesale 
business In sarees, the Income of which was diverted to the trust belonged 
to the firm and as the firm was held not genuine the /TO refused 
registration while passing order u/s 185(lXb). In appeal the CIT(A) while 
confirming ITO's order also held that the profits earned were not 
distributed, divided or credited In accordance with the constitution so 
specified In the deed of partnership and In the manner shown In 
Application In Form No. 11. The assessee filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that for registration of firm an application 
had to be made u/s 184 and ^ procedure to be followed on receipt of 
that contained In Sec. 185. At that relevant point of issue the application 
had to be made as per Rules 22 to 24 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962. 
As per these rules the application had to be made in Form No. 11, die 
firm to be evidenced by instrument of partnership deed and ttiat the 
partnership should have been valid and genuine and should be constituted 
as specified in the instrument. In the case of the assessee it was not disputed 
that the firm was validly constituted. The dispuie was only with regard to 
the distribution of the profits, which as per department, was not made as 
per the shares specified in the partner^ip deed. In form No. 1 1 the firm 
had to give a certificate that the profit and loss, if any, was divided or created 
as shown in the schedule. This apparently referred to the proflt/loss v^h 
the partners agreed to share amongst themselves as specified In the deed, 
n the instant case, in the absence of any material to show that the profits 
belonging to the trust were actually agreed to be shared by dw pwtners, 
t could not be said that the firm was not goiulne. It was also not a case 
where any of the partners was benamidar of the other partner for whleli 
declaration in Form No. 11 was made. The Hon’ble Tribunal accoidlnglly 
held the firm entitled to registration and reversod the order oliCITW ilM) 
allowed the appesi of the assessee. 
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Cases referred to : 

1. Khanjan Lai Sevak flam vs. CIT (1972y 83 ITR 175 (SQ 

2. Shrf Setha Ram Dhanvir Singh 

3. Ranihya Lai Radha Krishan (All.) 

4. CIT us. Chander Bhan Harl Chand & Co. (1980) 126 ITR 709 (Del.) 

Full text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(Miss Moksh Mahajan, A.M.) 

The order of the learned Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) for assessment 
year 1982-83 whereby the order of the Assessing Officer passed under 
sec. 185(l)(b) whereby refusal of registration was confirmed, has been 
challenged by the assessee. 

2. Shri C.S. Aggarwal who appeared on behalf of the assessee submitted 
that the assessee’s claim for registration was refused on the ground that 
there was no genuine firm in existence for the various reasons as discussed 
in the assessment order passed under sec. 143(3) in the case of the assessee 
for the aforesaid assessment year. According to the Assessing Officer, it 
was the assessee who carried on wholesale business in sarees, the Income 
of which was diverted to the trust M/s K.C. Dilip Kumar Pvt. Family Specific 
Trust. The learned CrT(A) on the other hand was of the view that the profits 
earned were not distributed in accordance with the constitution so specified 
in the deed of partnership. This was for the reason that the income shown 
In the hands of the trust was held to belong to the assessee firm. Another 
reason stated for disallowing the claim of registration was that the part of 
the profits was not divided or credited in the manner shown in the Application 
Form No. 11. This was supported by the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the case of Khanjan Lai Sauek Jiam vs. CIT (1972) 83 ITR ITS. In 
fact, argued the learned A.R., the profits shown in the hands of the trust 
belonged to it and as such were not assessable in the hands of the assessee 
firm. The decision.of the Supreme Court in the case of Khanjan Lai Savek 
Ram (supra) was delivered under the old Act, 1922 where the provision 
were different from that of Act, 1961. Apart the aforesaid case pertained 
to renewal of registration and not the fresh registration as Is the case of 
the assessee. As per the provisions of sections 184 and 185 there is no 
requirement for the profits to be distributed as per tire ratio laid down in 
the partnership deed. What is required is that the flim is validly constituted 
and is genuine. As there is no conclusive evidence to show that the firm 
was not genuine, the registration was wrongly refused. In support the reliance 
was placed on various case laws. 

3. The learned Departmental Representative on the other hand, heavily 
supported the order of the CITfA). It was argued that it was proved beyond 
doubt that the Income shown In the hands of the trust actually belonged 
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to the assessee firm and as such the entire profits were not distributed as 
per the share ratio specified in the partnership deed. Considering that this 
was the year of initial registration, the Assessing Officer was well within 
his right to enquire into the genuineness of the firm and then refused the 
registration. The ratio in the case of M/s. Khanjan Lai Seuak Ram (supra) 
squarely applies to the case of the assessee whereas the other cases cited 
are distinguishable. In the circumstances there is no merit in the arguments 
of the learned AR that the assessee’s claim for registration was wrongly 
rejected. Various decisions were relied upon. 

4. We have considered the rival submissions. Examining the assessee's claim 
under the T961 Act, we find that a firm may be assessed as registered 
or to be treated as unregistered one. An application for registration is to 
be made under sec. 184 and the procedure to be followed on receipt of 
application is contained in section 185 of the Act. As per the provisions 
prevailing at the relevant point of time, the essential conditions are — (a) 
an application to be made on behalf of the firm. This has to be as per 
Rules 22 to 24 of the Income-tax rules, 1962. As per these rules, the 
application has to be filed either in Form No. 11, Form No. IIA or Form 
No. 12A as the case may be, for registration or for continuation of reg- 
istration; (b) the firm is to be evidenced by instrument of partnership deed; 
& (c) partnership is to be valid and genuine and should be constituted as 
specified in the Instrument. 

5. In the case of the assessee it is not disputed that the firm is validly 
constituted. The dispute is only with regard to the distribution of the profits 
which according to the department, have not been made as per the sharqs 
specified in the partnership deed. In this context we find that while section 
184 speaks of the individual shares of the partners being specified in the 
instrument, section 185 talks of the power of the Assessing Officer to enquire 
into the genuineness of the firm. Form No. 11 which is relevant in the 
case of the assessee requires the following declaration to be made by the 
partners — 

“3. We hereby declare that none of the partners of the firm was, at 
any time during the previous year* upto the date of this application, 
in relation to the whole or any part of his share in the income or property 
of the firm, a benamidar of any other partner to whom he is not related 
as spouse or minor child. 

4. We do hereby certify that the profits (or loss, if any) of the 
previous year were/will be 

period upto the date of dissolution were/will be 

divided or credited as shown in the schedule and that the information 

giv/en above and in the Schedule is correct. 

•Note : Where the application is made after the end of the previous 
year, the words ‘upto the date of this application’ must be deleted." 
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Similar certificate was prescribed In paragraph 3 of die form of apidlcation 
for registratkm prescribed under Rule 3 of die income-tax Rui^, 1922. 
From the above it is clear that die certificate to be glvi^ by the firm is 
that the profit or loss, if ar y. is divided or credited as shown in the schedule. 
The schedule in turn contains 7 columns out of which the 6th column 
which is relevant reads as under — 

“Share in the balance of profits or loss” 

"Percentage". 

This apparendy refers to the profits/loss which the partners agreed to share 
2 unongst themselves as specified in the deed. As the reliance has \^en mainly 
placed on the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Khanjan Lai 
Sevak Ram (supra), we would refer to the same. The aforesaid case related 
to renewal of registration for assessment year 1948-49 under sec. 26A 
of Indian Income-tax Act, 1922. The firm which constituted of 6 partners 
was registered for assessment year 1947-48. It applied for renewal of 
registration for assessment year 1948-49. On November 5, 1949, the firm 
was dissolved under the Deed of dissolution dated November 9, 1949. One 
of the clauses in the deed provided as under — 

"But if an amount which was not entered in the books at the time of 
settlement is found then only that person will be accountable for it 
through whom the money ivas received or paid. None of the parties 
will have any^bjeetton to it.” 

The first four partners made disclosure statement to the Income-tax Officer 
that the firm had earned Rs. 15,000/- by way of profits outside the books. 
It was also stated that the entire profits were not recorded in the books. 
On these facts the ITO rejected the assessee’s claim for registration which 
Order wu'upheld by the Appellate Asstt. Commissioner. There being a 
difference amongst the Members of die FT AT. It was referred to the Third 
Member who agreed with the Judicial Member that the firm was not entitled 
to renewal pf registration. When it came to die Supreme Court, their 
Lordships of Supreme Court held that as the firm gave wrong certificate 
diat the profits earned by the firm had been divided or credited in the manner 
shown in* the application, the assessee was not entitled to renewal of 
registration. This was for the reason that it did not comply with the conditions 
prescribed in paragraph 3 of Rule 6. While holding so, it was also held 
that the reason behind Rule 6 was that at the relevant time the registered 
firm was not taxable and ordy the partners of the firm could be taxed, if 
a portion of the profits earned by the firm was not divided amongst the 
partners or credited to their 2 u:counts to that extent, the profits earned by 
the firm escaped assessment and as such the claim for renewal of registration 
could not be accepted. While holding so they allayed the apprehension of 
the learned AR regarding the decision being taken advantage of by obser^ng 
that in the cited decision it was only the scope of paragraph 3 of Rule 
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6 which was exan^ned. "So long as ihe dlvlsiUe profits had been divided 
or had been credited to die accounts of the partners, the requirement of 
that provision was complied with.” Thus while in the aforesaid case it was 
admitted by the partners that there were secret profits whljidi were not shared 
amongst all the partners as per terms of dissolution deed, in the case of 
the assessee there is no such thing. All along the line the assessee has not 
admitted that the income pertaining to trust belonged to it which was agreed 
to be shared amongst the partners of the firm in the ratios laid down in 
the deed. In this context we would like to state that the order passed under 
sec. 185 is a separate and independent from the order passed under sec. 
143(3) of the Act. While one affects the tax to be recovered from the firm, 
the other relates to the computation of tfie taxable income. Both are 
Independent to each other determining different subject matters. 

6. As regards the other cited cases, in the case of Shrl Setha Ram Dhanvir 
Singh (supra) the shares were divided at variance with the ones specified 
in the instrument of partnership. So facts are distinguishable. In the case 
of KanhiiKt Lai Radha Krishan (supra), it was found by the Assessing Officer 
that the assessee carried on two undisclosed businesses at two more places, 
the profit of which was not shown by it. On the facts it was held by their 
Lordships of Allahabad High Court that the certificate given in clause 3 
of the application was incorrect which was deliberate and dishonest on the 
part of the assessee. Accordingly the claim of the registration was refused. 
As against this, we find that in the case of C/7 vs. Chander Bhan Hart 
Chand and Co., (1980) 126 ITR 709 (Del.) their Lordships of Delhi High 
Court have held that even if some partners had made secret profits without 
the knowledge of the others, the firm was entitled to the certificate of 
continuance of registration under sec. 184(7). It must also be found that 
the other partners have assented to such.a distribution. Though the decision 
pertains to the provisions of sec. 184(7), the ratio is relevant. Their Lordships 
of Delhi Court also discussed the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
case Khanjan Lai Sevak Ram (supra). While arriving at the conclusion they 
also referred to the observations of their Lordships of Supreme Court made 
at page 182 of the aforesaid 83 ITR wherein the apprehension expressed 
by the counsel for the assessee were allayed. In any case as stated above, 
in absence of any material to show that the profits belonging to the trust 
were actually agreed to be shared by the partners, it could not be said that 
the firm was not genuine. It is also not a case where any of the partners 
is benamidar of the other partner for which the declaration in Form No. 
1 1 was made. In the circumstances, we hold that the firm is entitled to 
registration and as such we reverse the order of the learned Crr{A) in this 
respect. 

7. In the result, the appeal is allowed. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 122 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

(Before Shri M.A.A. Khaui and Shrl Pradeep Parikh) 

ITA No. n72/JP/1991 
(Assessment Year 1988-89) 

Income-tax Officer 
vs. 

Shri Tek Chand, Prop. Ashoka Hotel, Suratgarh 

For the Appellant A.K. Singh 

For the Respondent O.P. Agganval and I.N. Bhatnagar 

Decided on 22-11-1994 

UNEXPLAINED INVESTMENT — Assessee showing cost of con- 
struction of Hotei Building at Rs. 2.55 lakhs - ITO making 
reference to DVO who estimating the cost at Rs. 3.80,225 — ITO 
adding difference Rs. 1.25,225 as unexplained investment — 
CIT(A) holding no defect pointed out in accounts maintained by 
assessee for cost of construction — Also Regd. Valuer estimated 
cost at state P.W.D. rates while DVO valued the cost at CPWD 
rates — Addition deleted — Held, CIT(A) justified — Also appli- 
cation of PWD rates was quite logical in Rajasthan state as 
conferred to CPWD rates. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 69. 

Indian Evidence Act, 1872 — Section 34. 

FACTS 

After demolition of the old structure, the assessee started the construc- 
tion and renovation of the Hotel building in March 1986 & completed 
the same in Julv, 1987. The assessee allegedly maintained a complete 
record, on day to day basis, of all the expenditure incurred on demolition, 
construction and renouation. Such expenditure shown wasfls. 2,55,000. 
The ITO made a reference to the DVO and the latter estimated the same 
at Rs. 3,80,225. The ITO thus treated the difference of Rs. 1,25,225 
as unexplained investment and made the addition u/s 69 of the Act. 
In appeal the CIT(A) pointed out that the rejection by the Assessing 
Officer of Building Construction account without pointing out any 
specific defect was unjustified when the estimate of the Regd. Valuer 
was based on the standing order of the PWD of the State of Rajasthan 
and the same was acceptable In preference to that made by the DVO 
on the basis of CPWD rates. The addition was thus deleted. The revenue 
filed a second appeal. 

JDfECISION 

As per section 34 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872, the entries in the 
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books of account regularly kept in the course of business are relevcint when 
they refer to a matter into which the court has to enquire but such statements 
shaii not alone be sufficient to charge any person with liability. Such 
sta^ments no doubt are not conclusive proof of the matters admitted but 
may operate as estoppel against the maker. The possible use of such 
statements attaches the degree of .redibility to them and enhances their 
probative value. Therefore whenever such statements are relied upon to 
prove the existence of a fact they are required to be considered in right 
perspective and should not be lightly ignored or rejected, in the instant 
case the AO had not found any specific defect in the accounts for expenditure 
so maintained and as such the^AO was not justified in rejecting such specific 
record of expenditure particularly when such account got good collaboration 
from the opinion of expert (Regd.. Valuer). Further, CPWD rates, applied 
by the DVO, are general in their nature and purpose in view of the wide 
area of their applicability while the state PWD rates take into account special 
conditions in a particular area in the territories of Rajasthan viz availability 
of cost of construction material, labour and wages to be paid to them etc. 
etc. Therefore it would be logical to follow the PWD rates in Rajasthan 
state. CIT(A) order was thus confirmed and the revenue’s appeal dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Digvljay Textile Mills ITA Nos. 462/464/JP/1981 

2. ITO us. Prakash Chand Surana ITA No. 164/JP/77-78 

3. Shash Pd. Heda vs. ITO ITA No. 370/JP/77-78 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(M.A.A. Khan. J.M.) 

This is an appeal by Revenue from the order dated 27-3-1991 whereby 
the CrT(A), Jodhpur deleted an addition of Rs. 1,25,225/- representing 
the difference between the cost of construction of a Hotel building as per 
books of account of the assessee and that estimated by the Assessing Officer 
(A.O.) on the basis of the report of Departmental Vetluation Officer (DVO). 

2. The assessee owns a building at Suratgarh, Distt. Sri Ganganagar and 
derives business income from running a hotel called Ashoka Hotel therein. 
According to the assessee after demolition of the old structure the con- 
struction and renovation of the building in question was started in March, 
1986 and completed in all respects In the month of July, 1987. He had 
allegedly maintained a complete record, on day to day basis, of all tfie 
expenditure incurred on the demolition, construction and renovation of the 
hotel building. On the basis of such record the position of expenditure 
incurred came to the following : 

Old cost upto 31-3-1986 


Rs. 


47,000.00 
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Rs. 1,83,000.00 
Rs. 25,000.00 
Rs. 2,55,000.00" 

3. As per Itemwlse details of the expenditure Incurred on the construction 
of the hotel building, the cost of construction came to Rs. 2,08,000/- which 
was reflected in the regularly maintained books of accounts of the assessee. 

4. The assessee declared the cost of construction of the hotel building at 
Rs. 2,08,000/- as per his books of accounts. This declaration was also 
supported with the report of Shrl R.N. Goyal, a registered valuer, dated 
3-2-1987. Shri Goyal had estimated the cost of construction at Rs. 2,07,803. 
The Assessing Officer did not accept the cost of construction as declared 
by the assessee and called for the advispry report from the DVO. The DVO 
in his first report dated 23-6-1988 estimated the cost of construction at 
Rs. 4, 1 1 ,000/- but on second reference, necessitated on assessee ‘s objection, 
he estimated such cost at Rs. 3,80,225/- vide his report dated 2-3-1990. 
The Assessing Officer accepted second report of the DVO and therefore 
considered the difference, between the cost of construction as shown by 
the assessee in his books at Rs. 2,55,000/- and that estimated by the DVO 
at Rs. 3,80,225/- as representing the unexplained investment by the 
assessee in the construction of the hotel building. He accordingly made 
an addition of Rs. 1,25,225/- u/s 69 of the IT Act, 1961 (the Act) to 
the total income of the assessee. 

5. In appeal, however, the learned Crr(A) examined the issue in sufficient 
detail and held that rejection by the A.O. of the bui'dlng construction account 
in the books of the assessee without pointing c ut an any specific defect 
was unjustified and that since the estimate made by the Regd. Valuer was 
based on the standing order of the Public Works L 'partment (PWD) of the 
State of Rajasthan, the same was acceptable in p eference to that made 
by the DVO on the basis of Central Public Works Department (CPWD) rates. 
The learned CrT(A), therefore, deleted the addition in question giving thereby 
rise to the present appeal before the Tribunal. 

6. The learned Departmental Representative urged that since the estimation 
made by the AO of the cost of construction was based on the report of 
an expert of the subject, the same should not have been disturbed by the 
learned CITfA), particularly when the expert opinion wv s based on more 
scientific method approved by the CPWD than that adopted by the Regd. 
Valuer In his report. It was also submitted by the learned Departmental 
Representative that the AO had rightly rejected the case of construction 
account as maintained by the assessee. 

7'^ Cln the other hand Shri O.P. Aggarwal, CA, the learned counsel appearing 
for the assessee, supporting the gLder under appeal submitted that since 
the A.O. had found no particular and specific defects in the building account 


Exp. during 1986-87 
Exp. during 1987-88 



199Sa 


rro vs. Shrl Cfiand m.) 


125 


In the books of the assessee, he was not at idl )t»ttfied In releclliig the 
same. The teamed counsel further submitted that the Tilbtmal has aU along 
approved of the method of estimating the cost of construction of liiunovable 
properties In Rajasthan as per guidelkres In X-3 standing orders of the P\^ 
of the State, in this behalf the learned counsel referred to the several^ 
decisions of Jaipur Bench referred to by the learned CITIA) in his order. 

8. We have given thoughtful consideration to the arguments advanced on 
behalf of the parties and after taking into account the material on our record 
we entertain no doubt that the issue involved in this appeal has been decided 
by the learned C1T(A) on correct lines and in conformity with the consistent 
view of the Tribunal. 

9. Section 34 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 makes entries in the books 
of account relevant in judicial proceedings. The said section says that entries 
in the books of account, regularly kept in the course of business, are relevant 
when they refer to a matter into which the Court has to enquire but such 
statements shall not alone be sufficient evidence to charge any person with 
liability. The necessary requirements for availing the benefit of this provision 
are that the entries should have been made in the books of account, that 
such books of account have been regularly kept in the regular course of 
business and that such entries refer to a matter being enquired into by the 
Court. But such entries would not by themselves fasten a liability on the 
other. The statements made through such entries are in the nature of 
admission of certain facts by a person which no doubt are not conclusive 
proof of the matters admitted but may operate as estoppel against the maker 
and may be proved against him. The possible use of such statement against 
the maker thereof attaches the degree of credibility to them and enhances 
their probative value. Therefore, wherever such sta^ments are relied upon 
to prove the existence of a fact they are required to be considered in right 
perspective and should not be lightly ignored or rejected. It is in conformity 
with this fundamental principle of law of evidence that it is by now well 
established that the account of construction of a building maintained by 
a person in the regular course of business should be given due weight and 
not be rejected without finding specific defects therein. Such account 
becomes ail the more credible and reliable if the same is reflected in the 
regularly kept books of account pertaining to the business being carried 
on him and also gets sonve collaboration from other independent 
evidence. 

10. Judged in the light of the principles highlighted above the position in 
the instant cases comes to this. The assessee had admittedly kept a record 
of the expenditure incurred on the construction of the hotel building over 
the years. Such rebord was duly supported with relevant vouchers and 
contained the detailed particular of the item wise expenditure on day to 
day basis. The expenditure had duly been reflected in the account books 
regularly maintained by the assessee in the course of his business. On scrutiny 
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the A.O. might have found some defect in the account relating to sales 
but no specific defects in the account maintained for expenditure incurred 
on the construction/renovation of hotel building was pointed out by him. 
Under sucn circumstances the AO was certainly not Justified in rejecting 
such specific record of expenditure and relying upon estimation of such 
cost by an expert person, particularly when the account of construction 
submitted by the assessee got good corroboration from the opinion of other 
similar expert. In our opinion the issue in the point has rightly been decided 
by the learned CITfA) and, therefore, ground no. 1 is dismissed. 

1 1 . Now coming to the subject matter of the other ground it may be stated 
at the very outset that whereas the DVO had made the CPWD rates as 
basis of his estimation of the cost of construction, the Regd. Valuer had 
made the standing order of the PWD Rajasthan as basis of his estimation. 
The PWD rates might be having a more scientific approach as their basis 
than that adopted by the State PWD. But it needs to be appreciated that 
whereas the CPWD rates are general In their nature and purpose in view 
of the wide area of their applicability.the State PWD rates take into account 
the special conditions in a particular area in the territories of Rajasthan 
State. The availability and cost of construction material, the availabilityrof 
labour and wages to be paid to them and other like factors do affect the 
cost of construction and, therefore, it Is quite logical for the person concerned 
to follow the State PWD rates while estimating the cost of construction 
of buildings in different areas in the territories of Rajasthan State. Such 
an approach has consistently been adopted by the Jaipur Bench of the 
Tribunal in similar other cases, which have been referred to by the learned 
CIT(A) in his order viz., — 

1. Shashu Pd. Heda vs. ITO, Ajmer ITA No. 370/JP/77-78. 

2. ITO us. Prakash Chand Surana ITA No. 164/JP/77-78 

3. Digvljan Textile Mills. ITA Nos. 462/464/JP/1981 
There is thus no force in ground no. 2 either. 

12. In the result, the appeal is dismissed. 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 127 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

(Before Shri R.K. Bali and Shri N.K. Agrawal) ' , 

ITA Nos. 361 & 362/Chandi/1990 
(Assessment Years : 1984-85 and 1985-86) 

Asstt. Commissioner of Income-tax, Circle II (1), 

Ludhiana 

vs. 

M/s Mohini Hosiery Mills, Ludhiana 

For the Appellant K.S. Negl 

For the Respondent H.O. Arora 

Decided on 15-2-1995 

BUSINESS DEDUCTIONS — PAYMENT OF RENT MADE TO HOTE 
ON ACCOUNT OF HIRING SPACE FOR CONDUCTING THE 
EXHIBITION SALES WAS NOT TO BE CONSIDERED FOR WORKING 
OUT DISALLOWANCE U/S 3 7(3 A). 

Aasesaee making payment of rent to a hotel for conducting sale: 
exhibition — A.O. considering the payment for working out the 
disallowance u/s 37(3 \) — CIT(A) directing for exciuslon o 
payment for the purpose — Crr(A)’s order upheid. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Section 37(3A). 

FACTS 

The assessee was running a hosiery mills at Ludhiana. It held an 
exhibition sales at Delhi and for the purpose It hired a space at a hotel 
premises. The payment made by the assessee to the hotel was taken 
Into consideration by the Assessing Officer for the purpose of workin 
out the disallowance u/s 37{3A}. On appeal by the assessee, the CIT(A! 
directed for excluding the same. The Revenue filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The payment made to hotel at Delhi was for purposes of hiring the propert 
for conducting sales exhibition and it was not a payment made to hotel 
for purposes of boarding or lodging of either the customers or the employees 
of the assessee. Therefore the payment of rent to the hotel on accouni 
of hiring space for conducting exhibition sales was not to be considerec 
for purposes of working out the disallowance u/s 37(3A) of the Act. 

The appeal filed by the Revenue was thus dismissed. 

Full text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(R.K. Ball, A.M.) 

These two appeals by the Revenue involve similar issues and are, therefore, 
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disposed of by a common order for the sake of convenience. ITA No. 361/ 
Chandt/1990 relates to the assessment year 1984-85 and Is agabfist the 
order dated 20-12-1989 passed the CITfAH, Jalandhar. ITA No. 362/ 
Chandi/1990 relates to assessment year 1985-86 and is against the order 
dated 20-12-1989 passed by the Crr(A)-l, Jalandhar. 

2. The common ground taken by the Revenue in both these appeals Is 
that on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the learned CITfA) 
has erred in directing the Assessing Officer that the payment made by the 
assessee to hotel on account of rent should be excluded for purposes of 
working out the disallowance u/s 37{3A) of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

3. We have heard the rivzd submissions and have also perused the orders 
passed by the Assessing Officer as well as the learned CITfA). The payment 
made to hotel at DelhWwas for purposesof hiring the property for conducting 
sales ^exhibition and it was not a payment made to the hotel for purpx>ses 
of boarding or lodging of either the customers or the employees of the 
assessee. In this view of the matter, we are In agreement with the view 
of the learned CITfA) that the payment of rent to the hotel on account 
of hiring space for conducting the exhibition sales is not to be considered 
for purpose of working out thedisallowance u/s 37 (3A) of the Act. Accordingly 
we uphold the order of the learned CIT(A) in this regard and dismiss both 
the appeals filed by the Revenue. 
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IN, THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 
' (Before Shrl M.A.A. Khan & Shri Pradeep Parlkh 
ITA No. 152/JP/91 
(Assessment Year 1985-86) 

The WTO, Ward II, Bikaner 
vs. 

Sh. Surinder .Kaur, Rampuria 
For the Appellant S.P. Singh 

For the Respondent H.K. OJha 

Decided on 15-12-1994 

WEALTH TAX — Deduction of liability for borrosved funds utillaed 
In the ac^uieition of exempted aMete — DC(A) allowing relief on 
the grcMifid that almllar dbdm had all along been allowed in the 
past by the Asaeeeing Officer — Held, no nexus between the 
liability and exempted assets was specifically established In the 
year under appeal — Revengg’s appeal dismissed. 

Wealth-tax Act, 1957 — SectUm 2(m) read with section 5(1A>. 
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FACTS * 

In the WT assessmen t of the assessee for the A.Y.l 985-86. the Assessing 
Officer had not allowed the deduction for the full amount of liability 
representing borrowed funds utilised In the pUrthtise of shares which 
were exempt from wealth tax. He had also disallowed liability and loans 
obtained by the assessee from LIC on the ground that the same were 
against the exempted assets. The DCWTfA). however, allowed the entire 
liability claimed by the assessee. The Revenue filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

» 

It was observed that assessee's similar claim had all along been allowed 
in the past. In view of the state of affairs and long standing position of 
the parties it was held that DCWT(A}’s order was not to be disturbed 
particularly when no nexus between the liability and the exempted asset 
was specifically established in the year under appeal. The appeal filed by 
Revenue was accordingly dismissed. 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(M.A.A. Khan, J.M.) 

The grounds raised in this appeal by Revenue from Dy. CWT(A)’s order 
dated 10-1-1991 for A.Y. 1985-86 read as under :- *. 

“On the facts and circumstances of the case the DC(A) erred in directing 
to aliow deduction of full liability representing borrowed funds utilised 
in purchase of shares ignoring the fact that shares were exempt from 
WT and as such no liability against the exempted asset was admissible 
under the WT Act and thus relief allowed is not justified; 

(li) erred in directing to allow liability of Rs. 8000/- and loans of 
Rs. 37 ,942/- from UC on the ground that these liabilities are not against 
the exempted assets ignoring the fact that in the balance-sheet, these 
liabilities appeared against exempted assets and as such no further 
evidence was required to establish the nexus of these liabilities against 
the exempted assets.” 

2. Heard the parties. 

3. We find that the Id. IX^WT(A) in his order dated 12-8-19.92 pzissed in 
assessee's case for A.Y. 1986-87 has observed that assessee’s similar claim 
for liability has all along been allowed in the past. For A.Y. 1987-88 the 
WTO himself has allowed such liablli^ in the computation of assesseeU 
net wealth. This position between the parties is not challenged by Revenue. 
No distinguishing features so as to take another view of the matter dils 
year were brought to our notice. No change in law or in tact was asserted 
either. In view of this state of affairs and long standing position of the parties, 
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we do not feel Inclined to disturb the order under appeal particularly when 
no nexus between the liability and the exempted asseHs specifically establl^ed 
in this year. * 

4. In the result the appeal is dismissed. 
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Tribunal Decisions 
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(1995) 126 Taxation 131 (Trlb.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR 
(Before Shri R. Swamp and Shri H.C. Shrivastava) 

R.A. Nos. l-4/Jab/1993 in ITA Nos. 331-334/Jab/1992 
Assessment Years 1988-89, 1989-90 & 1990-91 
^The Commissioner of Incom^tax 

vs. 

M/s. K.M. Wadhwani* Contractor^ Satna 

For the Appellant M.R. Iqbal 

For the Respondent B.K. Nema 

Decided on 17-2-1994 

! 

REFERENCE — Revenue referred various questions of law In four 
Reference Applications — Tribunal finding tax effect In all these 
application below Rs. 30,000/* *— Held, in view of Board’s circulars 
and revenue effect being less than Rs. 30,000/* no reference 
necessary and applications dismissed. 

I.T, Act, 1-961 — Section 256. 

Board’s Circulars Instruction No. 1573 F.No. 279/26/83 ITJ dt. 
12-7-1984 and Instruction No. 1764 (CBDT Circular F. No. 319/11/87 
dt. 14-7-1987) 

FACTS & DECISION 

In the four reference applications filed by the Revenue various questions 
of law were Involved. However, the Hon’ble Tribunal found that In all the 
four applications tax effect was less than Rs. 30,000/-. In CBDT’s Instmc- 
tions No. 1573 and 1764 the CBDT had taken a policy decision that where 
tax effect was less than Rs. 30,000/- no reference was necessary to be 
made, before the High Court or Supreme Court. Hence applications were 
dismissed by the Tribunal 

Case referred to : 

CWT Vs. Executors of late D.T. Doshi (1991) 189 ITR 319 (Bom.) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(R. Swarup, J.M.) 

The Commissioner of Income-tax, Jabalpur has made these reference 
applteations under section 256(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 and has 
proposed the following questions of law stated to be arising out of the orders^ 
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of the Tribunal dated 14th October, 1992 In ITA Nos. 331 to 334/Jab/ 
1992 for the assessment years 1988-89 and 1989-90 to refer the same 
for the opinion of the Hon’ble High Court of Madhya Praddsh at Jabalpur. 
The question of law proposed In R.A. Nos. 1 and 2/Jab/ 1993 for the 
assessment years 1988-89 and 1989-90 are as under :- 

**1. Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified In law to Infer that Assessing Officer failed 
to examine from his record as to whether the income in any of 
the three immediately preceding years exceeded Rs. 25,000 or 
not simply because there was no mention of such facts In the 
penalty orders when the records undlsputedly indicated the fact 
of assessee having disclosed Income much In excess of Rs. 25,000 
and also' that assessee never disputed these facts? 

2. Whether the Tribunal was justified In law to old that failure on 
the part of Assessing Officer to verify the Incomc/gross receipts 
of any of the three immediately preceding years did not Justify 
the levy of penalty when facts on record fulfilled the condition 
for levy of penalty in this regard ? 

3. Whether the Tribunal was Justified In law to hold that provisions 
of section 27 1 A as they stood prior to 1-4-1989 were applicable 
to the facts of the case for asst, year under consideration In view 
of facts and circumstances of the case?” 

The questions of law proposed In R.A. Nos. 2 and 4/Jab/1992 for the 
assessment years 1988-89 and 1989-90 are as under :- 

“1. Whether on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified In law to admit additional argument of the 
assessee to the effect that calculation of Interest chargeable under 
sec. 201 (lA) was Incorrect? 

2. Whether on the facts and In the circumstances of the case, the 
Tribunal was Justified In law to direct the Assessing Officer to 
calculate the Interest under section 201(1A) from the date when 
the tax was deductible at source (by assessee from receipts of sub- 
contractor) to the date on which the assessee paid self-assessment 
tax or advance-tax or TDS against his (assessee’s) receipts were 
made by assessee’s contract awarding authority?" 

2. We have considered the submissions of the parties and have gone through 
the entire material placed before us. At the very outset, it was found that 
the tax effect for both the assessment years in all the four reference 
applications Is below Rs. 30,000/-. As such, relying upon the Board’s 
instruction No. 1573 issued by the Central Board of Direct Taxes vide 
Circular F.No. 279/26/83-rFJ-dated July, 12, 1984 and instruction No. 
1764 Issued by the CBDT vide circular F.No. 319/1 1/87-WT dated July, 
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14, 1987 where the tax affect Is less than Rs. 30,000/-, die Board has 
taken a policy decision not to raise questions of law with a view to reduce 
litigations before the High Court and Supreme Court. We find that the 
Hon'ble Bombay High Court by their decision in the case of CWT us. 
Executors of late D.T. Udeshl, fl991) 189 ITR 319 have noted these 
circulars and have held that no reference application can be filed under 
such circumstances. In view of the above, the reference applications filed 
by the department are dismissed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 133 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH ‘B’ SMC. ALLAHABAD 
(Before Shri R.D. Agrawalla, Judicial Member) 

, ITA No. 728 (All.) of 1992 
(Assessment Year 1989-90) 

M/s Miri Lai Mulk Raj 
vs. 

Income-tax Officer 

For the Appellant S.K. Agrawal 

For the Respondent : B.C. Slngmure 

Decided on -. 15-12-1994 

PENALTY — Income of assessee exceeding Rs.25,066 and turn- 
over 2,50,000 — Not maintaining books of account — ITO 
levying penalty u/s 27 lA. Rs. 5,000 — Penalty, reduced to 
Rs. 3,000 in first appeal — Held, not necessary to mention in 
the order about initiation of penalty proceedings u/s 27 lA — 
Income & turnover being in excess of the limits, penalty attracted 
— Penalty reduced to Rs. 2,000, the minimum. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 44 AA & 271 A. 

FACTS 

Assessee filed his return income showing Income of Rs. 45,000/-. 
Further as per reply of the assessee this Income was estimated by applying 
15% profit on the sale price. Thus both the Income and turnouer exceeded 
the limit laid down In section 44AA of the Act. Since the books of 
accounts were not maintained Assessing Officer Imposed penalty of 
Rs. 5,000/- on the assessee u/s 271 A of the Act. In first appeal It was 
reduced to Rs. 3,000/-. The assessee filed second appeal and pleaded 
that penalty proceedings were not Initiated during the course of assess- 
ment proceedings etc. 

DECISION 

Yhe Hon'ble Tribunal pointed out that the legislature Intent is manifest by 
the plain readings used in sec. 271-A or for that matter also sec. 
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271'B on the one hand and on the other provisions such as section 271 
of the Act. While In the latter case penalty is Initiable only In the course 
of any proceedings, such an embargo did not apply to the former group 
of cases. The Hon’blc Tribunal further noted that the assessee had shown 
its income at Rs. 45,000/- and as per reply of the assessee to the notice 
of the Assessing Officer the Income was estimated by applying 15% profit 
on sale price. Thus although the two conditions about the income and 
turnover appearing in sec. 44AA were exclusive of each other and not 
conjunctive but In the case in hand both of them existed and penalty was 
attracted. This was however reduce to the minimum viz Rs. 2,000/-. 
Full text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(R.D. Agarwalla, J.M.) 

This is an appeal by the assessee which challenges the levy of penalty on 
It u/s 271 -A of the Income-tax Act, 1961 in a sum of Rs. 5,000/- by the 
Assessing Officer, reduced to Rs. 3,000/- during first appeal. 

2. The learned authorised representative for the assessee contended before 
me that, firstly, the Assessing Officer failed to express his intention of 
initiating penalty in question in the assessment order and, secondly, the 
turnover of the assessee also did not exceed Rs. 2,50,000/- as contemplated 
by clause (ii) of sub-sec. (2) of sec. 44-AA of the Act and as such penalty 
was not tenable. 

3. The learned Departmental Representative, (sic) submitted that unlike 
certain other provisions such as sec. 271 of the Act, penalty was not 
necessarily required to be initiated by the Assessing Officer “in the course 
of any proceedings under this Act". This meant, it was contended, that 
penalty u/s 271 -A has also u/s 271-B could be initiated even on the 
assessment made by the Assessing Officer on an assessee. 

4. Patently this submission carries force. The legislative Intent is manifest 
by the plain wordings used in Sec. 271-A or, for that matter also sec. 271- 
B on the one hand and, on the other, provisions such as sec. 271 of the 
Act. While in the latter case penalty is initiable only in the course of any 
proceeding under the Income-tax Act, such an embargo does not apply 
to the formbr group of cases. The objection taken by the assessee is, as 
such, overruled. 

5. Coming to the other plea taken by the learned authorised representative 
for the assessee on the turnover aspect, it may be stated that clause (li) 
of sub-sec. (2) of sec. 44-AA of the Act read as under at the relevant time: 

“(11) where the business or profession is newly set up in any previous 
year, if his Income from business or profession is likely to exceed twenty 
five thousand rupees or his total sales, turnover or gross receipts, ^s 
^ ca^ may be, in basiness or profession are or is likely to exceed 
two hundred and fifty thousand rupees, during such previous year.” 
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6. The provision of law clearly conveys tfiat It would be eqsplicable in. any 
of the two situations, firstly, where the income of the assessee was Uke^ 
to exceed Rs. 25,000/- and, secondly, where his total sales, turnover or 
gross receipts were to exceed Rs. 2,50,000/-. Incidentally both the situations 
in this case existed. The assessee showed its Income at Rs. 45,000/- as 
is evident from the computation sheet submitted by it. Further, as per reply 
of the assessee to the notice issued to them u/s 139(9) of the Act, this 
income was estimated by applying 15% profit on the sale price. The 
Department is, therefore, correct in submitting that on working the gross 
receipts of the assessee would thus come to Rs. 3 lacs. 

7. It may thus be seen that although the two conditions about the income 
and the turnover appearing in sec. 44 AA(5)(11) of the Act are excluslve- 
of each other and not conjunctive, in the case in hand both of them existed. 

8. The plea of the assessee thus f^lls on this account also. 

9. However, the penalty is reduced to the mlnlihum level of Rs. 2,000 

from Rs. 3,000/-. ^ 

10. The appeal is partly allowed. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 135 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
DELHI BENCH ‘SMC’ DELHI 
(Before Shrl R.M. Mehta, Accountant Member, S.M-C.) 

ITA No. 3770 (Del.) of 1992 
(Assessment Year 1985-86) 

Hanumanji Charitable Trust 
N-102 Panchsheel Park^ N. Delhi 
vs. 

A.DJ (Exemption) Trust Circle • 2 

For the Appellant K.P. Bhatnagar, 

For the Respondent M.K. Jha, DR 

Decided on 30-11-1994 

PENALTY — Assessee adopting mercantile system of Accounting 
— Changed the system to cash method during the year — On this 
basis filing return showing deficit of Rs. 700/- in response to notice 
u/s 148 — Assessing Offlcer computing income of Rs. 41,320 
on mercantile basis and issuing notice u/s 271(l)(a) — Imposing 
penalty of Rs. 13.620 — DC (Appeals) confirmed the penalty order 
-r Held, assessee deliberately avoided to file the return in time 
■y Penalty order confirmed — Appeal dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 148 and 271(lKa). 
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FACTS 

The assessee had been adopting earlier mercantile system of accounting. 
In response to notice u/s 148 Issued on 18-11-1987, the assessee filed 
Its return showing deficit of Rs, 700/- plus agricultural Income of 
Rs. 3,056/- on 4-1-1988. The figure of deficit had been arrived at after 
adopting the cash system of accounting during this year. During the 
course of assessment proceedings the Assessing Officer noted that the 
funds had been divested In the debentures'of Pvt. Ltd. Cosi which were 
controlled by the Trustees and their relatives. Some deposits were also 
made In such Co^. The A.O. also noted the absence of steps to recover 
the amount of Interest which had been duly credited and become due 
to the assessee. For all these reasons the A.O. rejected the claim of the 
assessee for change of accounting method from mercantile to cash and 
computed the Income on mercantile basis holding that the method of 
accounting was changed to avoid Incidence of tax on Interest receivable 
on accrual basis. Since the return had been filed late the A.O. also Issued 
a notice u/s 271(l)(c) and Imposed penalty of Rs. 13,620/-. The DC 
(Appeals) confirmed the penalty order. The assessee filed second appeal. 

DECISION 

On facts the Hon’ble Tribunal held that the assessee had deliberately avoided 
to file the Income-tax return in time which subsequently came to be assessed 
and confirmed by the Tribunal was the true and correct income which was 
above the taxable limit and a return thereof was required to be filed by 
the due date as stipulated in the I.T. Act, 1961. The penalty order 
u/s 271(l)(a) was thus confirmed and the appeal filed by the assessee 
dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Reform Flour Mills Pvt. Ltd. vs. CIT 114 ITR 227 (Cal.) 

2. Snow White Food Products Co. Ltd. 141 ITR 847 (Cal.) 

3. CIT vs. Canga Charity Trust Fund 162 ITR 612 (GuJ.) 

4. Jama Bhagat Public Charitable Trust (Del.) 26-11-1993 

5. CIT vs. Corporation Bank Ltd. (1988) 174 ITR 616 (Kar.) 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

This appeal is directed against the order passed by the DC (Appeals) whereby 
he has confirmed a penalty of Rs. 13,620/- imposed on the assessee by 
the Income-tax Officer under section 271(l)(a). 

2. The ass^ee in this case ha^been assessed in die status of an AOP 
on an Ihcome of Rs. 41,320/- as against return filed on 4th January, 1988 
declaring a deficit of Rs. 700/- plus agricultural income of Rs. 3,056. 
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It would also be necessary to mention that the assessee at the first instance 
did not file a return of Income, but only did so after a notice under section 
148 had been issued on 18-11-1987 and served on d>e assessee on 
3-12-1987. The further relevant facts of the case are that upto the assessment 
year 1984-85 the assessee had been maintaining its books of accounts on 
the mercantile basis, but during the assessment year under consideration 
had changed the method from mercantile to cash and filed the return on 
the changed basis. It is also an accepted fact that in the course of th^ 
assessment proceedings, the Income-tax Officer rejected the changed method 
on the ground that it had been done with a view “to avoid Incidence of 
tax on interest receivable on accrual basis.” The Income-tax Officer further 
noted that the funds had been invested in the debentures of Pvt. Ltd. 
companies, which were controlled by the trustees and their relatives. He 
also took note of the fact that certain deposits had been made in private 
companies which once again were controlled by the trustees and their 
relations or other sister concerns. He also took note of the absence of steps 
on the part of the assessee to recover the amount of interest which had 
become due to it although the payees had made provision for Interest in 
their accounts and had credited the interest to the interest payable account. 
The aforesaid views expressed by the Income-tax Officer led to an addition 
of Rs. 43,656/- on account of “accrued interest”. To conclude the sequence 
of facts, the Income-tax Officer initiated penalty proceedings under section 
271(l)(a) for the late filing of the return and which ultimately came to be 
Imposed in a sum of Rs. 13,620/. On further appeal the said levy of penalty 
came to be confirmed by the DC (Appeals) on the ground that the assessee’s 
counsel could not give any satisfactory explanation for the delay in the filing 
of the return. 

3. I have heard both the parties at some length in respect of the specific 
grounds raised in the assessee’s appeal. The learned counsel made the 
following points :- 

(1) That the return showing deficit of* Rs. 700/- had been filed on 
the basis of the audited accounts which had earlier been filed with 
the Department on 26th June, 1985; 

(it) Even the return filed in response to notice under section 148 
reflected the same figure of loss; 

(iii) On the basis of the audited accounts the assessee was under the 
bonajide belief that the return need not be filed and the rejection 
of the changed method of accounting was a later event which was 
not contemplated by the assessee; and 

(iv) That the same income which had been taxed in the assessment 
year under appeal had been included in the taxable income of the 
assessee in assessment year 1988-89. 

4. The learned counsel also soUaht to draw a parallel between the present 
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case and that of another connected trust, namely, M/s. Jama Bhagat Public 
Charitable Trust which according to him had already been adjudicated upon 
by the Tribunal deciding in the ultimate analysis that penalty under section 
271(l)(a) was not exigible. According to him the dates of filing the return, 
issue of notice under section 148 and the audited accounts reflecting the 
deficit were absolutely identical. A copy of the order of the Tribunal In ITA 
No. 123 (Del.) of 1992 (SMC) dated 26th November, 1993 was placet 
on record. The learned counsel took us through the relevant portions of 
the order of the Tribunal placing reliance on the same decisions as had 
been relied upon during the course of the hearing of that appeal and these 
being the ones reported In Reform Flour Mills Pvt. Ltd. us. CIT (1978) 
114 ITR 227 (Cal.); Snow White Food Products Co. Ltd. (1983) 141 ITR 
847 (Cal.); and CIT us. Ganga Charlti; Trust Fund (1986) 162 ITR 612 
(Guj.). He concluded his arguments by urging that the penalty be deleted 
in line with the order of the Tribunal cited. The learned Departmental 
Representative, on the other hand, strongly supported the order passed 
by the DC (Appeals) contending in the process that in the present case 
the change in the method of accounting had not been found bonafide 
by the tax authorities and in that view of the matter, there was no valid 
basis on the part of the assessee’s counsel to urge that penalty under section 
271(l)(a) be cancelled. He placed reliance on the decision of the Karnataka 
High Court in the case of CIT us. Corporation Bank Ltd. (1988) 174 ITR 
616 (Kar.), 

\ 

5. In reply the learned counsel for the assessee placed on record a copy 
of the order of the Tribunal in the quantum appeal as directed by us acceptln 
that the Tribunal had been '^pleased to hold that the change in the methoi 
of accounting was not a bonafide one, but contending that think should 
not have effect on the penalty proceedings as the question of filing the 
return was to be seen in the ligtit of the circumstances as existed at the 
relevant point of time and not subsequently. He reiterated reliance on the 
decision In the case of M/s Jama Bhpgat Public Charitable Trust (supra). 

6. 1 have consldeted the rival submissidps and have also perused the material 
on record, to which my attention was invHed during the course of the hearing. 
The decisions cited at the bar have also^been duly considered. 1 may, at 
the outset, mention that the three decisions relied upon by the learned 
counsel were duly considered by the Tribunal in the quantum appeal viz. 
ITA No. 6484 (Del.) of 1989 dated 17th December, 1993, to which one 
of us (the Accountant Member) was a party. This is what the Tribunal 
observed after considering, the aforesaid decisions and dealing with the 
arguments of both the pjirtles ; — 

“Submissions have been he^d and record carefully perused. Assessee 
wmSreceiving substantial interest income on it^ advances and Investments 
in various concerns where, the piersons controlling the assessee, were 
controlling the concerned companies wherefrom the interest was 
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receivable. The method of accountiirg upto the year under consideration 
was always mercantile. The attempt by the assessee to change the 
metiiod of accounting was pure and simple to avoid the Incidence of 
tax. The interest was said to have been allowed and recorded In the 
assessee’s accounts with the concerns but the assessee never took steps 
to realise and collect the same. In the above circumstances the Assessing 
Officer came to the conclusion that the change was not being sought 
with a bona fide intention and that In fact attempt was to avoid the 
incidence of tax. The request was denied In the above circumstances. 
The learned first appellate authority confirmed such action. Now the 
Issue for our consideration Is as to whether the revenue authorities were 
justified to do what is seen to have been done in the present case. The 
facts and findings recorded in the orders of the revenue authorities are 
seen to be quite proper and correct. No proper reason was shown, 
on behalf of the assessee, that there was any mistake in the orders. 
It was. not shown that the assessee’s approach was bonafide. The 
mention, by the learned counsel, of assessment orders for other assessment 
years where cash system of accounting was said to have not been 
disturbed, cannot help the assessee because assessments upto assess- 
ment year 1988-89 were framed, without proper application of mind, 
under section 143(1) of the Act and for the assessment year 
1990*91 there Was not occasion for such discussion as no such issue 
was there before the Assessing Officer as the Income shown was ‘nil' 
. The ratios In the cases (supra) of Reform Flour Mills (P) Ltd. and 
Snpw White Food Products Co. Ltd. do not appear to support the 
assessee’s stand as facts and issues there were not in paramateria with 
the assessee's case. The ratio in the case (supra) Ganga Charlti/ Trust 
Fund also cannot help the assessee as in that case the attempt to switch 
over was not found to be not bona fide whereas in the case before 
us the assessee’s attempt is not bona fide as the assessee’s purpose 
was to avoid the payment of legitimate taxes. For the above reasons 
and also for the reasons of the revenue authorities, with which we agree, 
we see no justification to interfere. The order under challenge on this 
point is confirmed.” 

7. It may be seen that the Tribunal has held on the facts of the present 
case that there was deliberate attempt on the part of the assessee to avoid 
the Incidence and payment of legitimate taxes and the switch-over from 
one method of accounting to the other was not bonafide. The Triburial 
also distinguished the decisions relied upon by the assessee’s counsel 
primarily on the ground that In those cases it was not found that the change 
from one method to the other was not bonafide and this can also be said 
of the order passed by the Tribunal in the case of M/s Jama Bhagat Public 
Charitable Trust (supra). I may refer to para 2 of the aforesaid order where 
the Tribunal has categorically stated diat the additions were made without 
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attracting the provisions of section 271(l)(c) whereas a perusal of the 
assessment order in the present case shows that such proceedings have 
been initiated. Then again there is ng finding of the Tribunal in that case 
to the effect that the switching over from one system to another was not 
bonafide, whereas in the present case, the Tribunal has recorded such a 
finding while deciding the quantum appeal. The Tribunal has also gone on 
to say that the change-over was made with a view to avoid the payment 
. of legitimate taxes. In the final analysis, 1 have no option, but to observe 
that the decisions of the various High Courts relied upon by the learned 
counsel do not come to his aid and to the same effect would be my 
observations in respect of the decision of the Tribunal in the case of the 
connected trust. 

8. The natural consequence of the aforeraid discussion left me to no 
conclusion other than the one that the arsessee has deliberately avoided 
the filing of the Income-tax return in time and the income which subsequently 
came to be assessed by the ITO and confirmed by the Tribunal was the 
true and correct income which was above the taxable limit and a return 
thereof requiring to be filed under the law by the due date stipulated in 
the Income-tax Act, 1961. In this view of the matter, the action of the 
taut authorities in penalising the assessee under section 271(l)(c) is upheld. 

9. In the result, the appeal is dismi^'^H. 


(1995) 126 Taxation 140 (Trib.) 

IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
AHMEDABAD BENCH ‘B' 

(Before Shrl Abdul Razack and Shri B.L. Chhlbber) 

ITA Nos. 2952 to 2958/Ahd/1990 
(Assessment Year 1986-87) 

Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, Junagadh 

vs. 

1. Smt. Nirmalaben Chunilal 

2. Shri Chunnilal Gokaldas 

3. Shri Rameshchandra, Punjabhai 

4. Shri Kantilal Punjabhai 

5. Shri Vrajlal Gokaldas 

6. Smt. Hansaben Govindbhai 
.7. Smt. Maktagauri Popatlal, Manavadar 
For Appellant K.M. Chauhan 

For the Respondent ; _K.C. Thaker' 

Decided on 21-12-1994 

SHAM TRANSACTIONS — Assessees partners of two firms — 
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Hrms Commission Agents of a Chemical Mfg. Co. & also having 
leposits in Co. — Co. In financial difficulty — Assessees purchas- 
ng shares of Co. of Rs. 100 each with firm’s deposits — Co. 
llegedly not during well and assessee's selling shares @ Re. 1 
^ach after 3 days of purchase and claiming huge losses— Assessing 
Officer holding these transactions as sham & disallowing loss — 
31T (A) allowing assessees* appeals — Held, Co. had huge 
iccumulated losses and debts and investment of firms’ funds In 
shares not wise — Partners known to Directors of Co. very well 

— Assessing Officer was justified in holding the transactions sham 

— err <A)’s order reversed. 

ncome-tax Act, 1961 — Section’ 143{3). 

FACTS 

Ml the seuen assessees were partners of either of the two firms uta. M/ 
r Meghna Enterprise and M/s Amrut Trading Co. On 23-6-1985 the 
jssessees purchased shares of M/s Meghdeep Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. @ 
is. lOO/' per share and after a short time I.e. on 1-8-1985 sold the same 
§ Re. 1/- per share to flue parties and claimed huge losses. These shares 
ere purchased bi> the assessees with the amount of deposits of the firms 
vlth the Co. and these were sold as the Co. was In a bad financial shape, 
fhe CIT(A) allowed the assessee’s claim and directed the allowance of 
ihort term capital loss. The Revenue filed second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal observed that the two firms came into existence on 
12-4-1984 by executing identical partnership deeds. Business was also 
dentlcal I.e. working as Commission Agents In Chemicals. The Co. 
^/s Meghdeep Chemicals Co. (P.) Ltd. was also manufacturing chemicals 
ind the two firms were Commission Agents. The two firms and partners 
vere thus not strangers to the Co. and were very well aware of the financial 
protection of the Co. at the time of investment in shares. The Co. had 
accumulated loss of Rs. 23.24 lakhs as on 30-7-1984 and 59.28 lakhs 
as on 30-6-1985 with other heavy debts. The assessees were thus even 
not strangers to he affairs of the Co. Under such circumstances nobody 
ivould Invest in shares of this type. The time interval between purchase 
and sale was also vefy short I.e. one month and seven days and also the 
transaction were private in nature as the shares were not quoted on stock 
.ixchange. Keeping all these factors no view and following Delhi High Court 
judgments 155 ITR 392 the Hon’ble Tribunal held that the sale of shares 
@ Re. 1/- per share as against the price of Rs. 100/- each paid only one 
month 2 md one week ago was more a kin to a gift and that the Assessing 
Officer was justified in holding these transactions as sham and the assessees 
were not entitled to claim short term capital loss. The order of ClTfA) was 
thus reversed and that of the Assessing Officer restored. 
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CaMt referred to : 

1. CfT ut. Durga Das More 82 ITR S40 (SQ 

2. South Asia Industries (P) Ltd. vs. CIT (1985) 155 ITR 392 (Del.) 

Full text of the Order Is given below : 

ORDER 

(B.L. Chlbber) 

The following two common grounds have been raised by the Revenue in 
these appeals : 

(1) On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, 
the learned Crr(A) erred in holding that the claim of short term 
capital loss was not based on sham transactions. 

(2) On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, 
the learned CITfA) erred in holding that the claim of short term 
capital loss should have been allowed in the hands of the assessee. 

2. The facts of these cases are somewhat extraordinary. All seven assessees 
are partners of either of the two firms viz. M/s Meghna Enterprise and 
M/s Amrut Trading Co. On 23-6-1985 the assessees purchased shares of 
M/s Meghdeep Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. at the rate of Rs. 100/- per share and 
after a short lapse of time on 1-8-1985 sold the same at the rate of 
Re. 1/- per share to 

(1) Smt. Ranidevi Gautamchand Chowdhary 

(2) Shrl Gautamchand Sohanlal Chowdhary 

(3) Shrl Mahavlrchand Sohanlal Chowdhary 

(4) Shrl Gautamchand Sohanlal Chowdhary 

(5) Smt. Manjudevl Mahavlrchand Chowdhary 
In the process the assessee suffered huge losses. 

3. The assessees claimed the losses as short term capital losses It was 
submitted before the Assessing Officer that the assessees were partners of 
the two firms referred to supra which firms had deposits with the company 
l.e. M/s Meghdeep Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. The company was not doing very 
well and was accumulating huge losses. The company’s Chartered Account- 
ants, who were negotiating with the Bemkers for further credit facilities, 
informed the company that the Bank could consider the matter if the 
company took steps to broadbase its capital structures and reduced its 
interest burden. The bankers suggested that the depositors may be pursuaded 
to transfer the deposits to capital account so as to Improve the debt-equity 
ralfp. It was further submitted before the Assessing Officer that the company 
accordingly negotiated with the partners of the depositor firms who, otherwise 
having no hopes of return of the deposits, agreed to subscribe for shares 
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to be Issued by the company. The company thereupon passed a resolution 
raising its paid up capital from Rs. 15 lakhs to Rs. 1 crore and allotted 
new ^ares to the concerned partners at par at the rate of Rs. 100/- per 
share. Subsequently, the assessees reedised that the company was unlikely 
to get revived and accordingly they sold the shares at the rate of Re. 1 
per share to the five persons referred to supra. The learned Assessing Officer 
was not satisfied with the arguments of the assessees and disallowed the 
losses as “dead” or “sham" losses on the following grounds 

(a) That there was no commerical expediency to buy shares in 
exchange of deposit. 

(b) No p/udent businessman would buy shares for full consideration. 

(c) That the decision in the case of South Asia Industries P. Ltd. 155 
ITR 392 (Del.) was applicable. 

4. The assessees challenged the action of the Assessing Officer before the 
C1T(A) and filed a “voluminous paper book” running into 107 pages The 
C1T(A) forwaii'ded this paper book to the learned Assessing Officer for 
remand report. The Asstt. CIT submitted his remand report on 9-4-1990. 
The learned CIT(A) after reproducing the remand report in para 3 of his 
order held as under : 

“In view of all these and the assessments of the company viz. Santosh 
Industrial Fate (P) Ltd., Ahmedabad, the main purchaser of the shares 
for the asst, year 1986-87, 1 am of the opinion that there is no sham 
transaction Involved in the sale of shares under consideration and so 
the claim should have been allowed as a short term capital loss in the 
hands of the assessees.” 

5. The learned D.R. relied upon the orders of the Assessing Officer. 

6. Shri K.C. Thaker, the learned counsel for the assessees supported the 
orders of the CfTfA). He submitted that the concerned partners who are 
respondents in these appeals subscribed to the new shares which were 
allotted to them by the company i.e. M/s Meghdeep Chemicals P. Ltd. 
The assessees have not purchased the shares held by other shareholders, 
but subscribed to the shares newly allotted to them. According to the learned 
counsel for the assessees, the assessees saw some gain in the bargain, as 
otherwise the entire deposit was taken as lost. Subsequently all the shareholders, 
old as well as the assessees respondents realised that the company was 
unlikely to get revived. Therefore it was thought appropriate to transfer 
the company to a willing buyer. Accordingly, agreement was made with 
one, Shri Gautam Sohanlal Chaudhary for sale of 88,000 shares of the 
face value of Rs. 100/- at the rate of Re. 1/- per share (pages 63 to 72 
of the paperbook). According to the learned counsel for the assessee, the 
deal was Justified considering the increasing and accumulated losses as on 
30-6-1985 of Rs. 59.38 lacs andtiuge debts of over Rs. 82 lacs as against 
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the paid up capital of Rs. 88 lacs. The learned counsel for the assessees 
therefore submitted that the deal was with a party not In any way related 
or connected with the assessees. The learned counsel for the assessees 
further submitted as follows : 

(a) The loss arose when shares — capital asse t — purchased earlier were 
sold. 

(b) The fact that there is loss — dead or otherwise Is not In dispute. 

(c) There is no dispute about the sale-price of the shares. 

(d) The purchase price of the shares is actually the subscription of 
price of shares on allotmei^ at par. The assessee had no option, 
having found it to be a desirable bargain, to negotiate on price. 

(e) The finding that the loss is “sham" is based on the Assessing 
Officer’s view that the action of the purchase of shares (not the 
subsequent sale thereof) was imprudent and was not dictated by 
commercial expediency. The Assessing Officer could not be taken 
to be the best Judge of the situation. The Issue needs to be seen 
from businessman's point of view. Besides, loss Incurred could 
not be disallowed because one was imprudent or novice or Incapable 
to do business. 

(0 The Delhi High Court decision dealt with a case where all the 
concerned parties belonged to the same Dalmla-group, which Is 
not the case here. The decision therefore would not apply to the 
instant case. 

(g) It is not charged that the transaction is Intended to transfer benefit 
to anybody. Only charge is that the actieJn is Imprudent and not 
dictated by commercial expediency. The Assessing Officer has not 
taken the correct view. The fact that the assessee could realise 
something would show that he was Justified to entertain hope for 
still -better outcome. If, this was no done, there was not chance 
of any recovery of the deposit.” 

7. We have considered the rival submissions and perused the facts on record. 
At the outset we must state that the CIT(A) has wrongly Interpreted the 
remand report submitted by the Assessing Officer as favouring the assessees. 
It is noted that in the very beginning (para- 1 pf the remand report) the 
Assessing Officer stated “At that time the assessee had not filed such a 
paper book”. It is now filed. The question is whether the finding of “Sham 
loss" is still good Insplte of new evidence". Thereafter the learned Assessing 
Officer has reproduced the factual position in the succeeding paragraphs 
and ultimately left the matter to the learned CIT{A) with the remarks “In 
view of the above facts of the case, suitable decision as deemed fit may 
kindly be taken after considering assessee’ s submission”. After considering 
the contents of the remand report and the submissions, we hold that the 
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learned CIT{A) Is not Justified In giving the impugned relief on the basis 
of the remand report as he has mls-construed the contents of the remand 
report. 

8. Coming to the facts of the case. It is noted that the firms viz. M/s Meghna 
Enterprise and M/s Amrut Trading Co. came into existence on 12-4-1984 
by executing identical partnership deeds. The business to be carried on by 
the firms is also identlccil as is evident from para 4 of the two deeds of 
partnership which are reproduced as under : 

"Business : The business of the partnership is to trade and work as 
commission agents in all types of chemicals, auxiliaries, edible and non- 
edible oils. The partnership firm shall also carry on business as traders 
and agents in such chemicals, oils or such other commodities, as may 
be agreed upon from time to time. It shall be lawful for the partnership 
to undertake and carry on any other business or businesses as may be 
actually agreed upon. The partnership shall not engage itself in the 
business of speculation.” 

Thus, it is evident that the two firms and the company M/s Meghdeep 
Chemicals Co. P. Ltd. were dealing In chemicals - the company manufac- 
turing chemicals and the two firms working as Commissions Agents in all 
types of chemicals. It is further noted from the balance sheet of the company 
as on 30-6-1985 (pages 35 and 36 of the paper book) that unsecured loans ’ 
have been shown against “M/s Megha Enterprise (deposit from Selling 
Agent)" and “Amrut Trading Co. (deposit from Purchase Agent)” ^.So the 
two firms of which the assessees were partners were not strangers to the 
company and. as such the partners were very well aware of the financial 
position of the company at the time of investment in shares at thtf face 
value i.c. Rs. 100/- per share. It was also in the knowledge of the assessees 
that the company had accumulated loss of Rs. 23,24,223/- as on 
30-6-1984 which accumulated to Rs. 59,27,798/- as on 30-6-1985. During 
the course of hearing we asked the learned counsel for the assessees whether 
the partners of the two firms were related to the Directors of the company, 
he could not give any clarification. We however find that all above noted 
seven assessees belonged to PatelCommunity and from the balance sheet 
of the company filed before us it is ri^ed that all the Directors of the company 
also belong to Patel Community. Thus, the assessee before us were not 
strangers to the affairs of the company. Under such circumstances nobody 
would Invest in shares of this type. The argument of the learned counsel 
for the assessees that the firms of which the assessees were partners had 
deposits with the company and having no hopes of the return of the deposits, 
agreed to subscribe for the shares, has no force. It is an admitted fact that 
the deposits belonged to the two firms and not to the partners to throw 
their good money after bad. The shares were bought for Rs. 100/- and 
sold for practically nothing resulting in huge losses. The time interval was 
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veiy short l.e. one month and 7 days and all the transactions were private 
In nature because tfie shares were not quoted on the stock exchange. 

9. While disallowing the loss, the learned Assessing Officer relied upon the 
order of Delhi High Court in the case of South Asia Industries (P) Ltd. 
V8. CIT (1985) 155 ITR 392 (Del.). The C1T(A) has not expressed his opinion 
whether ratio laid down in the aforesaid case applies to the facts of the 
presents case. In our opinion, the ratio laid down by the Hon’ble High 
Court applies to the facts and circumstances of the present case. In the 
above noted case the assessee company belonging to Dalmla Group purchased 
the shares of a practically defuncts private company belonging to the same 
group at the rate of Rs. 3/- per share and sold them to another company 
belonging to the same group within a few months at the rate of 5 nP. 
per share thus incurring a heavy loss. The Hon’ble High Court held that 
the transaction was neither an Investment nor a case of dealing in shares; 
it was more akin to a gift. The learned counsel for the assessee has 
distinguished the above judgments of the High Court from the assessee's 
case on the sole ground that the High Court decision dealt with a case 
u^ere all the concerned parties belonged to the same Dalmia Group which 
is not the case here as the shares were sold to strangers, This^thln line 
of distinction, in our opinion, makes hardly any difference because the 
assessees and the Directors of M/s Meghdeep Chemical Pvt. Ltd. were 
known to each other and the sale of shares at the rate of Re. lA per shares 
as against the price of Rs. 100/- per share paid only one month and one 
week ago, was more making to a gift. Thus the ratio decidendi of the 
judgment of the High Court applies to the facts of the present case. 

10. After taking into consideration the totality of the facts and the sur- 
rounding circumstances, we hold that the learned Assessing Officer was 
justified in holding that the transactions were sham and the assessees were 
not entitled to claim short term capital loss. In this we are supported by 
the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of CIT vs. Durga 
Prasad More 82 ITR 540 wherein It has been held that the taxing authorities 
were entitled to look into the surrounding circumstances to find out the 
reality about the transactions. In this case what was produced before the 
Assessing Officer and the CITfA) and before us was Interested testimony 
of the assessees atone which can not be relied upon keeping in view the 
above noted background and the other surrounding circumstances of the 
case. We accordingly reverse the finding of the CIT(A) and restore those 
of the Assessing Officer. 

11. In the result, the appeals are allowed. 
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IN THE INCOME TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 
‘D’ BENCH, CALCUTTA 
(Before Shrl N. Pachuau and Shrl R.V. Easwar) 

ITA No. 1555 (Cal.)/1990 
(Assessment Year 1977-78) 

Deputy Commissioner of Income-tax* 

Special Range-2* Calcutta 
vs. 

M/s. TollygunJ Club 

For the Appellant O.P. Kar 

For the Respondent Kaushik Mukherjee 

Decided on 28-10-1994 

CAPITAL GAINS — Compulsory acquisition of assessee’s land — 
Additional compensation received in 1 983 — Original assessment 
In which transfer effected in 1977-78 completed on 23-12-1980 
— Asstt. lor this year was set aside by the Tribunal regarding 
applicability of section 74 A — While completing fresh assessment 
Assessing Officer included additional compensation also — CIT 
(A) deleting the said addition — Held, Asst, having been set aside 
for a limited purpose reg. applicability of sec. 74 A, addl. 
compensation could not have been assessed — Revenue's con- 
tention for treating it as assessed u/s 155(7 A) read with sec. 292B 
also rejected as proper procedure u/s 154 not followed — Section 
54E(3) held procedural and the addl. compensation invested in 
units held to be in order — Revenue’s appeal dismissed. 

Income-tax Act, 1961 — Sections 54E, 74A, 154, 155(7 A) & 292B. 

FACTS 

The original assessment for the assessment year 1 977-78 was completed 
u/s 143(3) on 23-12-1980. Jhe assessee filed appeal against this assess- 
ment. Vide order dated 10-2^986 the Tribunal set aside the ITO’s order 
with regard to the dispute of applicability of sec. 74A of the Act and 
the allowability of certain expenses under the said provisions. The 
assessment order was thus set aside only to consider this dispute. During 
the year 1983 the assessee also received “additional compensation of 
Rs. 42, 79,012/- in respect of its land compulsorily acquired by the Govt, 
under the land Acquisition Act, 1976. This amount was also assessable 
in assessment year 1977-78. As this asstt. stood set aside till that then 
by the Tribunal, the Assessing Officer passed order u/s 143(3) read with 
sec. 254 on 18-5-1987 and assessed the additional compensation of 
Rs. 42,79,012/- also. In appeal In CIT(A) debited this addition holding 
that the Tribunal set aside the assessment only for examining the 
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applicabiUti; of sec. 74A and the Tribunal’s order did not give authority 
to the Assessing Officer to bring to tax the Addl. compensation. Also 
that the addl. compensation was duly Invested in the unit under the 
Capital Gains unit Scheme, 1983 in 1983 Itself and was therefore, 
exempt from Capital Gains tax. The revenue filed a second appeal. 

DECISION 

The Hon’ble Tribunal held that the Crr(A) was right In holding that the 
Tribunal order setting aside the original assessment was only for a limited 
purpose to consider the dispute before It which only pertained to section 
74A and the Inclusion of the additional compensation In the fresh .der 
dt. 18-5-1987 was wholly without authority. The Revenue’s contention that 
the taxation of addl. compensation may be treated as assessed u/s 155 
(7 A) read with section 292 B was also rejected by the Tribunal. The Tribunal 
observed that before passing an order u/s 155 (7A) proper procedure as 
contemplated in sec. 154 has to be adopted. Since the power has not been 
exercised after following the procedure prescribed by section 154(3) and 
therefore cannot be upheld. Section 292B does not also come to the rescue 
of the revenue as it only cures or removes any defect or irregularity but 
it could not cure or set at right the very lack of jurisdiction to exercise the 
power u/s 155(7A). The Tribunal also held that sub-section (3) of section 
54B had to be construed only as procedural and having retrospective 
application and as the additional compensation having been invested entirely 
tn specified assets in accordance with sec. 54E(3) the Capital Gains, even 
of considered assessable are exempt from Income-tax. The revenue’s appeal 
was accordingly dismissed. 

Cases referred to : 

1. Surrendra Overseas Ltd. vs. CIT 120 ITR 872 Calcutta 

2. CIT vs. Sri. Jaganath Steel Corpn. 191 ITR 676 Calcutta 

Full text of the Order is given below : 

ORDER 

(R.V. Easwar, JM) 

In this appeal by the revenue the only ground is as under ; 

“That on the facts and in the circumstances of the case and having 
regard to the provisions of Section 155(7 A) read with section 292B 
of the Income-tax Act, the Learned Commissioner of income-tax (Appeals) 
erred in deleting the addition of Rs. 42,79,012/- by the Assessing Officer 
towards capital gains while passing order under Section 254 of the 
Income-tax Act.’’ 

2. In the original assessment completed u/s 143(3) on 23-12-1980 the 
additional compensation of Rs. 42:79,012/- received by the assessee In 
respect of the land compulsorily acquired by the Govt, under the Land 
Acquisition Act ,1976 was not brought to assessment under the head ^Capital 
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Gains’ because the additional compensation itself was received only in the 
year 1983. It appears that there were appeals on certain other points which 
were ultimately decided by the Tribunal by order dated 24-3-1983. Tliis 
'order was recalled by the Trit^nal on the assessee’s application. Thereafter 
the Tribunal passed an order on 10-2-1986. It was a common order for 
the assessment years 1975-76 to 1977-73. In respect of the assessment 
year 1977-78 with which we are presently concerned, the dispute was with 
regard to the applicability of section 74 A of the Act and the allowability 
of certain expenses under the said provision. After hearing the rival contentions, 
the Tribunal came to the following conclusion : 

“12. Having regard to the entire circumstances of the case, we are of 
the opinion that certain facts are to be brought out correctly on record, 
particularly when the ITO has not dealt with various points of contention 
raised by the assessee that section 74A was not applicable. The CITfA) 
to some extent has dealt with this point, as far as the legal implication 
•is concerned. But the factual aspect of the matter has not been dealt 
with properly. The ITO would also see the constitution or Articles of 
Association in order to ascertain what were the objects and purpose 
of the club and what were the activities which were authorised to be 
carried on by the assessee, particularly when the assessee has been 
contending all along that all the activities of the assessee constitute a 
business and some lease land was taken for carrying on such activities 
by the assessee. It is also necessary to ascertain whether the horse or 
some of them, if any, were held as stock-in-trade, vis-a-vis, the Balance 
Sheet for the year in which the horses have been shown in schedule 
‘A’ of the fixed assets. Basic and relevant facts are necessary to be 
brought out on this point also. Accordingly we deem fit to set aside 
the orders of the authorities below in respect of this dispute before us 
and to restore the matter to the file of the ITO for fresh disposal after 
bringing all the relevant facts and basic materials on record and after 
giving the assessee adequate opportunity of being heard. The assessee 
is at liberty to place any material on record and after giving the assessee 
adequate opportunity of being heard. The assessee is at liberty to place 
any material evidence before the ITO before the case is disposed of 
afresh as indicated above. We, therefore, set aside the orders of the 
authorities below for the above purpose." 

3. On 18-5-1987 the Assessing Officer passed an order u/s 143(3) read 
with section 254. In this order the amount of Rs. 42,79,012/- was brought 
to assessment with the narration “further compensation received during 
1983”. Against the assessment the assessee filed an appeal to the CIT{A). 
The Crr(A) held that the Assessing Officer was under the erroneous impression 
that the entire assessment was open and has proceeded to tax the additioncil 
compensation on that footing. According to the CITfA) the Tribunal set 
aside the assessment only for the limited purpose of examining the applicability 
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of section 74A with reference to the facts and that order did not give authority 
to the Assessing Officer to bring to tax the additional compensation. He, 
therefore, held that the Assessing Officer cannot bring to tax the addltonal 
compensation by the order dated 18-5-1987 passed u/s 254 read with 
section 143(3). He further noticed that the entire additional compensation 
was invested by the assessee in specified assets, i.e. units of Unit Trust 
of India (Capital Gains Unit Scheme, 1983) in 1983 itself and was, therefore, 
exempt from capital gains tax. In this view of the matter he deleted the 
addition of the additional compensation. 

4. The revenue is in appeal against the order of the C1T(A). It is contended 
that the additional compensation is at any rate assessable u/s 155(7 A) of 
the Act read with section 292B thereof. What the revenue says is that even 
if it is accepted that the Assessing Officer cannot include the additloned 
compensation in the order dated 18-5-1987 which was passed to give effect 
to the Tribunal’s order, the power to assess the additional compensation 
must be held referable to section 155(7 A) and should be upheld on that 
basis. It is further stated that the inclusion of the amount of additional 
compensation in the order dated 18-5-1987 must be taken as a mere 
irregularity or a curable defect in view of section 292B. It is not possible 
to accept the contention. Rrstly, the CIT(A) is right in his view that the 
amount of additional compensation cannot be brought to tax in the order 
passed to give effect to the Tribunal’s order since the Tribunal’s order gave 
the Income-tax Officer authority only to examine the applicability of section 
74 A with reference to certain facts. The Tribunal did not set at large the 
entire assessment with unlimited powers to the Assessing Officer. The order 
of the Tribunal cannot be so understood. It should be understood in the 
background of the dispute before it which only pertained to section 74A. 
The scope of the Tribunal’s order cannot be enlarged merely by pointing 
out to the words used in the operative portion of its order divorced from 
the context in which the assessment was set aside. The principles laid down 
by the Calcutta High Court in the case of Surrendra Overseas Ltd. us. 
CJT 120 ITR 872 do not authorise the action of the Assessing Officer 
and expose” the incorrect appreciation of the scope and tenor of the 
Tribunal’s order. We, therefore, agree with the CIT(A) that die inclusion 
of the additional compensation in the order dated 18-5-1987 was wholly 
without authority. 

5. We cannot also accept the claim of the revenue that to the extent of 
taxing the additional compensation the order dated 18-5-1987 should be 
treated as an order passed u/s 155(7 A). This section does not dispense 
with the other requirements of section 154. It only gives power to the 
Assessing Officer to treat the omission to tax the additional compensation 
in the year of transfer as a mlstakir apparent from record. It also extends 
the period of limitation prescribed by section 154(7) for rectifying the 
assessment by enabling the Assessing Officer to reckon the time limit of 
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3ur years prescribed in section 154(7} from the end of the previous year 
n which the additional compensation was received. Section 155(7A) leaves 
he other provisions of section 1 54 untouched and unmodified. The requirement 
)f giving noticing to the assessee and an opportunity of being heard with 
eg&rd to the proposed rectification, when it involves an enhzuncement of 
issessment, prescribed by section 154(3) is not in any way abridged or taken 
way. That being so, the entire issue is one of Jurisdiction. If the necessary 
urisdlctionai facts are not present the whole proceedings must be taken 
0 be invalid. We have not been referred to any notice issued by the Assessing 
Dfflcer before he brought the additional compensation to assessment in 
lis order dated 18-5-1987. There is no discussion in this order regarding 
he facts relating to the assessment of the additional compensation except 
hat the same has been brought to assessment by a cryptic remark. Therefore, 
ven assuming that the order dated 18-5-1987, insofar as it relates to the 
issessment of the additional Compensation, is construed as an exercise 
•f the power of the Assessing Officer u/s 1 55(7 A) of the Act, the power 
las not been exercised after following the procedure prescribed by section 
.54(3) and, therefore, cannot be upheld. Section 292B does not come to 
he rescue of the revenue. It only cures or removes any defect or irregularity 
>ut it cannot cure or set at right the very lack of jurisdiction to exercise 
he power u/s 155(7 A). It cannot be disputed that section 155(7 A) derives 
ts sustenance only from section 154. it is, therefore, not possible to accept 
he revenue's contention that section 292B saves the exercise of the power 
.0 assess the additional compensation. 

The whole issue, however, becomes academic if regard is bad to the 
act that the additional compensation has been invested in “specified assets” 
ts prescribed by section 54E(3) of the Act. The CIT(A} has entered a 
;ategorical finding that the additional compensation has been entirely 
nvested in the specified assets, namely units of UTf (Capltal'Gains Unit 
k:heme, 1983). The receipt and investment of additional compensation, 
K>th were in the year 1983. These facts have not been challenged by the 
evenue. However, the contention of the revenue is that the exemption 
referable to the Second Proviso to Section 54E(1) and since the same 
:ame into the effect only by the Taxation Laws (Amendment) Act, 1984 
vlth effect from 1-4-1984 the benefit thereof cannot be extended to the 
issessee for the assessment year 1977-78. We are unable to accept the 
;ontention. The Second Proviso only refers to a situation where the full 
imount of compensation awarded for the acquisition is not received by the 
tssessee on the date of the transfer. It does not apply to a situation where 
he full amount of compensation claimed by the assessee was received at 
much later period. Such a situation is governed by sub-section (3) of section 
’4E. This sub-section was Introduced by the Finance Act, 1978 with effect 
om 1-4-1978. The object of the sub-section is clear. Since it is common 
mowledge that where an assessee claims enhanced compensation for the 
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acquisition it takes a lot of time for him to receive the same but in th 
meantime the period prescribed by the Act for making Investments of th 
compensation in the specified assets would have lapsed, the leglslatiii 
thought that it would be unfair to deprive or deny the benefit of exemptlc 
to an assessee who for no fault of his own receives the additional con 
pensation after the period prescribed for making investment has lapse* 
It was thought that due provision should be made to benefit such assessee 
also. Therefore, the legislature Introduced sub-section (3). Under this su 
section the period of six months prescribed for making the investment wou 
be reckoned from the end of previous year in which the assessee receiv 
the additional compensation. This is a provision basically intended to bene 
the assessee. In Circular No. 240 dated 17-5-1978 Issued by the CBD' 
at paragraphs 17.6 to 17.9, the object of the provision has been explains 
In the circular at para 17.9 it is stated that sub-section (3) would take effe* 
from 1-4-1978. It was suggested on behalf of the revenue that this mear 
that the provision will be applicable only from 1978-79 assessment yea 
We are unable to accept the contention . The section obviously is a procedur 
section and not a substantive section. It is provision Intended to mltiga 
the hardship caused by the delay in receipt of additional compensation an* 
therefore, has to be treated only as a procedural provision taking retr 
spectlve effect. This means that it will apply for the assessment ye; 
1977-78 also since the additional compensation has been received aft* 
1-4-1978. It is to be remembered that the circular advisedly and significant 
does not stipulate that sub-section (3) will be applicable from the assessmei 
year 1978-79, which is normally done in such circulars explaining the new 
introduced statutory provisions. It only states that the provisions will tak 
effect from 1-4-1978 which means that the benefit thereof is available • 
all assessees who received additional compensation after that date. Ev 
as a matter of construction sub-section (3) of section 54E has to be constru 
only as procedural and having retrospective application having regard 
the object for which it is introduced and having regard to the terms 
the circular. In this connection we may refer to a similar provision whic 
was intended to remove the hardship caused to the assessees was construe 
by the Calcutta High Court in the case of CIT vs. Sri Jagannath Ste< 
Corporation 19 1 ITR 67 6 as taking retrospective effect. The same princlp 
is applicable to the present case also. We, therefore, hold that at any ra 
the additional compensation having been Invested entirely in specified asse 
in accordance with section 54E(3) the capital gains, even if consider 
assessable, are exempt from income-tax. 

7. For the aforesaid reasons we sec no merit in the appeal by the revenu* 
We, therefore, dismiss the same. 
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Circular No. 698 

Dated 26-12-1994 

Sub : Finance (No. 2) Act, 1991 -Explanatory notes on the provisions 
relating to Direct Taxes (Circular No. 621) - Corrigendum to 
para 22.3 - r^arding 

In terms of Finance (No.2) Act of 1991, S«:tion 43D of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
came into force w.e.f . ,1-4- 199 1 . However, it was inadvertently mentioned in para 
22.3 of Board’s drcular No. 621 dated 19-12-1991 that this provision would 
apply in relation to assessment year 1992-93 and subsequent years. It is clarified 
that Section 43D will take effect from 1-4-1991 and will apply in relation to 
assessment year 1991-92 and subsequent years. 

2. This may be brought to the notice of ail officers working in your region. 

IF. No. 149/22Q/93-TPLJ 


Circular No. 699 

Dated 30-1-1995 

Sub : Requirement of deduction of income-tax at source section 
194-1 of the Income-tax Act — Payments of income by way of 
rent made to Government and entities whose income is exempt 
from income-tax under clauses (20) and (20 A) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act - regarding 

Queries have been raised as to whether the requirement of deduction of income- 
tax at source under section 194-1 of the Income-tax Act applies in case of payment 
by way of rent to the Government, statutory authorities referred to in section 
10(20A) and local authorities whose income under the head 'Income from house 
property’ or ‘Income from other sources’, is exempt from income-tax. 

2. Under the provisions of section 196 of the Income-tax Act, no tax is required 
to be deducted at source from any sums payable to the Government. 

3. The matter with regard to the statutory authorities and the local authorities 
referred to above, has been examined in the Board. Section 190 of the Income- 
tax Act provides for deduction of income-tax at source as one of the modes of 
collection of ItKome-tax in respect of an income, notwithstanding that th^ regular 
assessment in respqpt of such Income is to be made in a later assessment year. The 
income of an authority constituted in India, by or under amy law enacted either for 
the purpose of dealing with and satisfying die need for housing accommodation 
for the purpose of planning, development or Improvement of cities, towns and 




vfliages, is exempt ftom income-tiw under section 10(20A}. Similarly, the income 
of a authority which is chargeable under the head 'Income from house 
property’ or ‘Income from other sources’ is exempt from income-tax under section 
10(20). There is no other addition specified in these two clauses of section 10 
which is necessary to be satisfied in order to avail of the income-tax exmiption. 

4. In view of the aforesaid, there is no requirement to deduct income-tax at source 
on income byway of ‘rent’ if the payee is the Government. In the case of the local 
authorities and the statutory autiiorities referred to in para 3 of this circular, there 
will be no requirement to deduct income-tax at source from income by way of rent 
if the person responsible for paying it is satisfied about their tax-exempt status 
under clauses (20) or (20A) of section 10 on the basis of a certificate to this effect 
given by the said authorities. 

[F.No. 133/170/94-TPL} 


Circular No. 700 

Dated 23-3-1995 . 

Sub : Deduction under section 80-0 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 — 
Classification regarding 

Section 80-0 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, provides for a deduction of 50% from 
the Income of an Indian resident by way of royalty, commission, fees or any similar 
payment from a foreign Government or enterprise ; 

(a) in consideration for the use outside India of any patent, invention, model, 
design, secret formula or process etc.; or 

(b) in consideration of technical or professional services rendered or agreed 
to be rendered outside India to such foreign Government or enterprise. 

In either case, the requirement is that the Income should be in convertiUe foreign 
exchange. 

2. It has been clarified in the Explanation (iii) to section 80-0 that service rendered 
or agreed to be rendered outside India {i.e. item (b) above] shall include services 
rendered from India but shall not include seryices rendered in India. 

3. A question has been raised as to whether the^nefit of section 80-0 would be 
available if the technical and professional law services, though rendered out^de 
India, are used by the foreign Government or enterorise in India. 

4. The matter has been considered by tiie Board. It is clarified that as long as the 
technical and professional services are rendered from India and are received by a 
foreign Government or enterprise outside India, deduction under section 80-0 
would be availaUe to the person rendering the services even if the foreign recipient 
of the services utilises the benefit of such services in India. 

5. The contents of this circular may be given wide publicity and brought to the 
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notice ol afl tiie niboniinate aulhcnities mder your charge for information and ^ 
necesszBryactkm. 

[F.No.473r7/94rFTD] 


Circular No. 701 

Dated 23-3-2995 

Sub : TaxabUity of allowances received by persons having Income 
under the head ‘Salaries’ 

As per sub^lauses (lUa) and (iiib) of section 2(24 read with section 17 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961, any allowance, by w^atcv^r name called, given by the emplo/er to 
the employee, is taxable as income in the hands of the employee. All allowances 
including Dearness Allowance, Additional Decimess Allowance, City Compensa- 
tory Allowance, House Rent Allowance, Meal Allowance, Servant Allowance, 
Telephone Allowance, Education Allowance, Refreshment Allowance, Dinner 
AUOwance, Health Allowaince, Holiday Allowance, Special Qualification Allow- 
ance, etc., are ‘income’ in thehandsof the employee, unless specifically exempted 
under the Income-tax Act, 1961 or any other statute. 

2. The major exemption in respect of allowances given by the Income-tax Act, 
1961, are as under : 

(1) House Rent Allowance 

Under section 10(13A) of the Income-tax Act, any special allowance specifically 
granted to an assessee by his employer to meet expenditure incurred on payment 
of rent (by whatever name called) in respect of residential accommodation 
occupied by the assessee is exempt from income-tax to the extent, as may be 
prescribed, having regard to the area or place in ‘vdiich such accommodation is 
situated and other relevant considerations. According to rule 2A of the Income-tax 
Rules, 1962, the quantum of exemption allowable in respect of special allowance 
to meet expenditure on payment of rent will be ; 

(a) the actual amount of such allowance received by an employee in respect 
of the relevant period; or 

(b) the actual expenditure incurred in payment of rent in excess of one-tenth 
of the salary due- for the relevant period; or 

(c) where such accommodation is situated in Bombay, Calcutta, Delhi or 
Madras, 50% of the salary (40% of the salary where the accommodation 
is situated at other places) due to the employee for the relevant period; 

whichever is the least. 

For this purpose, ‘sEdary* includes dearness allowance if the terms of employment 
so provide, but excludes all other allowances and perquisites. 

(li) Allowances notified for exemption by the Central Government under 
section 1 0(1 4) of the Income-tax Act, 1 961 
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Clause (14) of section 10 provides for exemption for the following allowances ; 

(a) any special e^owance or benefit granted to cin employee to meet the 
expenses incurred In the performance of his duties, which the Central 
Government may specify by notification in the Official Gazette to the 
extent to which such expenses are actually incurred for that purpose ; 

(b) any allowance granted to an assessee either to meet his personal expenses 
at the pl^ce of his posting or at the place he ordinarily resides or to 
compens 2 rte him for the Increased cost of living, which the Central 

. Government may specify by notification in the Official Gazette. 

However, the albwance, referred to in (b) above, should not be in the nature of a 
personal allowance granted to the assessee to remunerate or compensate him for 
performing duties of a special nature relating to his office or employment, unless 
such allowance is related to his place of posting or residence. 

By Notification Nos. S.O. 143(E) dated 21-2-1989, S.O. 144(E) dated 
21-2-1989 (asarrtended by Notification Nos. S.O. 259 (E) dated 27-3-1990, S.O. 
487 (E) dated 1-7-1992 and S.O. 59 (E) dated 27-1-1995), S.O. 606 (E) dated 
9-6-1989 and S.O. 267 (E) dated 29-3-1990, the Central Government have 
specified the following allowance as exempt to the extent and subject to the 
conditions Indicated therein ; 

(a) any allowance granted to meet cost of travel on tour or on transfer, 
including any allowance granted to meet the ordinary daily charges 
incurred by an employee on account of absence from his normal place 
of duty ; 

(b) any special compensatory allowance in the nature of border area allow- 
ance or remote area allpwance or difficult area allowance or disturbed 
area allowance; 

(c) tribal area allowance; 

(d) any special compensatory allowance in the nature of Composite HllL 
Compensatory Allowance or High Altitude Allowance or Uncongenial al- 
lowance, Climate allowance or Snowbound Area Allowance or 
Avalanche Allowance; 

(e) compensatory field are a allowance; 

(0 compensatory modified field area allowah^'e; 

(g) any special eillowance in the nature of insurgency albwance granted to 
the members of armed forces operating in areas away from their 
permanent location for a period of more than 30 days; 

(h) any allowance granted to meet the expenditure Incurred on conveyamce 
in the perfomutnee of duties of an office or employment of profit; 

(1) any albwance granted to meet toe expenditure incurred on a helper 
where such a helper is eng^ed for the performance of duties of arr office 
orempicyment of profit; 
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(D any ^wance granted for encouraging academic research and any other 
professionai pur^dt; 

(k) anyallowance granted to meet the expenses incurred on thdpirchase or 

maintenance of uniform for wear during ti^e performance of the duties of 
an office or employment of profit; r 

(l) Children Education Allowance; 

(m) any allowance granted to any employee to meet the hostel expenditure 
of his child; 

(n) allowtince granted to an employee working in a transport system to meet 
his personal expenses during his duty performed in the course of running 
of such transport from one place to another. 

In the notifications issued under s. 10(14) of the Act, only the nature of the 
allowances which are exempt from tax have been mentioned. The nomenclature 
may vary from institution to institution. It is further clarified that even though the 
words ‘in the nature of’ have not been used in the notifications exempting tribal 
area allowance, children education allowance. Compensatory Field Area Allow- 
ance and Compensatory Modified Field Area Allowance, allowances which arc in 
the nature of the aforesaid allowances will be exempt under s. 1 0( 1 4)(ii) of the Act 
to’ the extent and subject to the conditions specified in the notification. 

(iii) Entertainment Allowance 

A deduction is also allowed under clause (ii) of section 16 in respect of any 
allowance in the nature of an entertainment allowance specifically granted to the 
assessee by his employer subject to the certain limits. In the case of a Government 
employee, a sum equal to one-fifth of his salary (exclusive of any allowance, benefit 
or other perquisite) or five thousand rupees or the actual amount of entertainment 
allowance, whichever is the least, is allowable as deduction. In the case of a non- 
Govemment employee, deduction for entertainment allowance to the extent 
specified in subclause (b) of clause (il) of section 16 will be given only if the 
allowance is regularly received by him from his present employer from a date prior 
to 1st April, 1955. 

(iv) Allowance paid or allowed outside India by the Government 

Section 10(7) provides for exemption of any allowance or perquisite paid or 
allowed as such outside India by the Government to a citizen of India India for 
rendering service outside India. 

3 . it is clarified that consequent to the amendment of section 1 0( 1 4) by the Director 
Tax Laws (Amendment) Act, 1987 (w.e.f. 1st April, 1989), all circulars, instruc- 
tions and clarifications Issued by the Board regarding section 10(14) upto 31st 
March, 1989 ceased to have effect from assessment year 1989-90 and onwards. 

4. The contents of the Circular may be brought to the notice of all officers working 
in your region. 


IF. No. 20(y71/94-ITA-I} 
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NOTIFICATION / INCC»fE>TAX 
Notiflcatlon No. 9710 — Dated 21-2-1995 

bi exercise of tfie powers ooriferred by clause (a) of the exp^nation to section 
115AO of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby specifies the Foreign Institutional Investors specified in the table below for 
the purposes of the said section. 

List of Foreign Institutional Investors registered ivith SEBI 
acting as sub-accounts of other registered FIIs 


Name of the Sub Accounts 
registered as Fils 

1 . Asia Dynasty Fund 

2. Acorn Fund 

3. Acorn International 

4. Allied Dunbar liYtematlonal 
Specialist Funds P)c^ 

5. Anglo and Overseas T rust Pic 

6. Asian Newly Industrialised 
Countries Fund 

7. Antenna Fund Ltd. 

8. Alaska Permanent Fund 

9. Asia Selection Portfolio 

10. Amas Mauritius Ltd. 


Global Custodian 

Bankers Trust Company, P.O. Box 
3343, Church Street Station, New 
York-10008. 

State Street Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, 225 Franklin Street, Boston] 
MA. • ‘ 

State Street Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, 225 Franklin Street, Boston, 
MA 

Royal Bank of Scotland Pic, 
Securities Services, P.O. Box 1727, 
1 Redheughs Avenue, Edinburgh EH 
129JN 

Morgan GrenfellTrust Managers Ltd, 
20 Finsbury Circus, London EX2M 
INB, England. 

Hongkong Bank Trustees Ltd., 
Level 13, 1 Queens Road Central, 
Hongkong. 

Bank of Bermuda, Bank of Bermuda 
Building, 5 Front Street, Hamilton, 
Bermuda. 

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co., 
40 Water Street, Boston, Massachu- 
setts 02109, USA 
Redgellng Nominees Intern- ational 
Ltd., P.O. Box 309 Grand Cayman, 
Cayman Islands, British West Indies. 
Amas UK Ltd. , 16 Charles II Street, 
London SWIY 4QU, United King 
dom. 




199 ^ 


7 


NOTIFICATIC»®, CSICULARS & SCHEMES ETC. 


11 , BzurU^ Hong^oons Retires 
Scheme • 


12. BZW Hongkong Staff 
Retirement Schenk 


13. Baring fritematlonal investment 
Ltd. for Employee Benefits 

14. Buchanan Fund Pacific Sub Fund 


15. Buchanan Fund Emerging 
Markets Sub Fund 


16. BT Life Statutory Fund No. 3 


17. BT Life Statutory Fund No. 4 


18. Columbia University in the 
City of New York 

19. Commander Fund 


20. Otlcorp Vickers Asia Pacific Ltd. 


21. Dossier de' Gestton Collective, 
SICAV 


Barclays Globa) Securities 
Sovioes, ^^Jrray House, 1 Royal 
Mint Court, London EC3N 

4HH, UK 

Barclays Qdbal Securities 
Services, Murray House 1 Royal 

Mint Court , London EC3N 4HH, 
UK 

Bankers Trust Company, P.O. 

Box 3343, Plan Fund Church 
Street Station, New York 10008 

Buchanan Partners Limited, Bucha- 
nan House, 3 St. James’ Square, 
London SWIY 4 JW, United King- 
dom 

Buchanan Partners Limited, 
Buchanan House, 3 St James’ 
Square, London SWtY4 JW, United 
Kingdom 

Citibank NA, 42/F, Citibank Tower, 
Citibank Plaza, 3 Garden Road, 
Central, Hongkong 

Citibank NA, 42/F, CitibankTower, 
Citibank Plaza, 3 Garden Road, 
Central, HongKong 

Morgan Stanley Trust Company 
1 Pierrepont Plaza, Brooklyn, New 
York-11201 

Morgan Stanley Bank Luxembourg 
SA, 74 Grand Rue, L 1660 Luxem- 
bourg 

Citicorp Investment Bank (Singapore 
Ltd., No. 5 Shenton Way, ^29-01 
UlC Bldg, Singapore 0106, Repub- 
lic of Singapore 

Redgllng Nominees IntemationzJ 
Ltd., P.O. Box 309, Grand 
Cayman, Cayman Islands, British 
West Indies 
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22. Emerging Markets Trust 


23. Explorer Mauritius 


24. EFM Dragon Trust Pic 


25. Foreign & Colonial India Ltd. 

26. Rcming Emerging Markets 
Investment Trust 

27. Fleming Merchantlle 
Investment Trust 

28. GTE Service Corporation 

Pension flan 

\ 

29. Govett Oriental Investment 
Trust Pic 


30. Govett Emerging Markets 
Investment Trust Pic 


31. Govett India Fund (Mauritius) Ltd. 


32. G.T. Global Emerging Markets 
Fund 

33. GT4073 


34. GT Global Telecommunication 
Fund 


Chase Manhattan Bank Luxembourg 
SA, P.O. Box 240, L 2012, Luxem- 
bourg 

Morgan Stanley Bank Luxembourg 
SA, 74 Grant Rue, L 1660 Luxem- 
bourg 

Royal Bank of Scotland Pic, Securi- 
ties Services, P.O. Box 1727, 1 
Redheughs Avenue, Edinburg EH 
129 JN 

Banque General du Luxembourg, 14 
Rue Aldringen, L2951, Luxembourg 

Robert Reming Nominee Ltd., 25 
Captahll Avenue, London EC2R 7DR 

Robert Reming Nominees 
Ltd., 25 Capthall Avenue, London 
EC2R 7DR 

Bankers Trust Company, P.O. 

Box 3343, Church Street Station, 
New York 10008 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland 
and Pic, P.O. Box 261, 1 Chase 
side, Bournemouth, Dorset BH7 
7DB, UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland 
Pic, IP.O. Box 261, 1 Chase side, 
Bournemouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, 
UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Plc, 
P.O. Box 261, 1 Chcise Side, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

State Street Bank and Trust 
Company, 225 Franklin Street, 
Boston, MA 

State Street Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, 225 Franklin Street, Boston, 
MA 

Hongkong and Shanghai 
Banking Corporation Ltd., Bombay 
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35. GT Newly industrialised 
Countries Fund 

36. GAM Pacific Inc 

37. GAM Asean Inc 

38. Hongkong Baptist College 
Superannuation Fund 

39 . Hill Samuel Capital T rust 

40 Heritage Income Growth Trust 

4 1 . Heritage Capital Appreciation 
Trust 

42. Hill Samuel Far East Trust 

« 

43. Hill Samuel International Trust 

44. International Equity Fund 

45. IBR20 

46. India Liberalisation Fund 
(Mauritius) Ltd. 


Bank of Bermuda, Bank of 
Bermuda Building, 6 Front Street, 
Hamilton, Bermuda 

Bank of Bermuda, Bank of Bermuda 
Building, 6 Front Street, Hamilton, 
Bermuda 

Bank of Bermuda, Bank of Bermuda 
Building, 6 Front Street, Hzimilton, 
Bermuda 

Barclays Global Securities 
Services, Murray House, 1 Royal 
Mint Court, London EC3N 4HH, 
UK 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd. , 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England 

Chemical Ireland Custody and Trus- 
tee Services Ltd., Ormonde House, 
Earisfort Centre, 12 Lower Leason 
Street, Dublin 2 

Chemical Ireland Custody and 
Trustee Services Ltd., Ormonde 
House, Earisfort Centre, 12 Lower 
Leason Street, Dublin 2 

Hill Samuel investment Management 
Ltd. , 45 Beech Street, London EC2P 
2LX, England 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd. , 45 Beech Street, London EC2P 
2LX, England 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Pic, 
P.O. Box 26 1 , 1 Chase Side, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

State Street Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, 225 Franklin Street, Boston, 
MA ' 

Brown Brothers Harriman 
(Luxembourg) SA, ,33 Boulevard 
Prince Henri BP 403, L 2014, 
Luxembourg 
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47. Ibex Headings Lid. 


48. indusind Mutual Fund Ltd. 


49. Janola Asian Markets 
Management Unit Trust 

50. Jardine Fleming India Trust 


5 1 . Jardine Fleming Mauritius 
Investment Limited 


52. Klienwort Emerging Markets 
Trust Pic. 

53. LG Asian Smaller Companies 
Fund Ltd. 

54. LG India Fund Ltd 


55. Morgan Stanley -Institutional 
Fund, Inc - Asia Equity Portfolio 

56. Morgan Stanley Fund, 

Inc - Asian Growth Fund 

57. Morgan Stanley Emerging 
Markets Portfolio 

58. Morgan Stanley Emerging 
Markets Fund Inc 

59. Morgan Stanley Institutional Fund, 
Inc — Emerging Markets Portfolio 
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Fledgeling Nominee International 
Ltd., P.O. Box 309, Grand cayman. 
Cayman Islands, British West indies 

Amas UK Ltd., 16 Charles 11 Street, 
London SWIY 4 QU, United King- 
dom 

State Street Bank and Trust 
Company, 225 Franklin Street, 

Boston, MA 

FledgelingNomlnees International 
Ltd., P.O. Box 309, Grand Cayman, 
Cayman Island, British West Indies 

Fledgling Nominees 
International Ltd., P.O. Box 309, 
Grand Cayman, Cayman Islands, 
British West Indies 

Citibank NA, 3rd Floor, Cottons 
Centre, Hays lane, London SEL2BT, 
U.K. 

Bank of Bermuda, Bank of 
Bermuda Building, 6 Front Street, 
Hamilton, Bermuda 

HSBC Trustee (Mauritius) Ltd., Port 
Louis Offshore Banking Unit, P.O. 
Box 1038, Port Louis, Mauritius 

Morgan Stanley Trust Company, 

1 Pierrepont Plaza, Brooklyn, 

New York 11201 

Morgan Stanley Trust 
Company, 1 Pierrepont Plaza, 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Morgan Stanley Bank 

Luxembourg SA, 74 

Grand Rule, L 1660 Luxembourg 

Morgan Stanley Trust 
Company, 1 Pierrepont 
Plaza, Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Morgan Stanley Trust 

Company, 1 Pierrepont 

Plaza, Brooklyn, New York 1 120 1 
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60. Morgan Stanky Asset Manaige- 
ment -^netiging Mattets Trust 

61. MIX Ufc Ltd. Fund 

62. Murray Smaller Markets Trust Pic 

63. Murray International Trust Pic 

64. Martin Curie Unit Trust Ltd - 
Par East Growth Fund 

65. MLC Life Limited 

66. Morgan Grenfell Funds Pic - 
Asian Investment Fund 

67 . Monetary Authority of Singapore 

68. Newton South East Asia Exempt 
Income Fund 

69. Newton Incom® Fund 

70. Newton Growth Fund 

71. Newton General Fund 

72. Newton Gobal Fund 


State Street Bank and 
Trust Company, 225 
Franklin Street, Boston, MA 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Pic, 
P.O. Box 261 , 1 ChaseSidc, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

Morgan Guaranty T rust Company of 
New York, #26-03 DBS Building, 6 
Shenton Way, Singapore 0106 

Morgan Guaranty Trust Company of 
New York, #26-03 DBS Building, 6 
Shenton Way, Singapore 0106 

Bank of Scotland, Broad 
Street House, 55 Old Broad 
Street, London EC2P, 2HL 

State Street Bank & Trust Co. 

Morgan Grenfell nvestment 
IManagement (Asia) Pvt. Ltd., 

20 Raffles Place, Ocean Towers *^ 25 - 
08, Singapore 0104 

Government of Singapore Investment 
Corporation, 250 North Bridge 
Road, #33-00, Raffles City Tower, 
Singapore 0617 

Bank of Scotland, Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don, EC2P 2HL 

Bank of Scotland; Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don, EC2P 2HL 

Bank of Scotland, Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don, EX2P 2HL 

Bank of Scotland, Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don EC2P 2HL 

Bank of Scotland, Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don EC2P 2HL 



12 


TAXATRSN-STA’mrES 


fVdL 126 


73. Ncwrton International Bond Fund 


74. Newton Exempt Fund 


75. National Provident Fund 


76. Overseas Investment Trust Pic 

77. Rlslnghlll Investment Corporation 
Limited 

78. SEC^V Superannuation Pty Ltd. as 
Trustee of SEC Trust Company, 
Superannuation Fund 

7 9 . Schroder Pacific Emerging 
Markets Fund 


Bank of Scotland, Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don EC2P 2HL 

Bank of Scotland, Broad Street 
House, 55 Old Broad Street, Lon- 
don EC2P 2HL 

State Street Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, 225 Franklin Street, Boston, 
MA 

Morgan Grenfell T rust Managers Ltd. , 
20 Finsbury Circus, London EC2M 
INB, England 

RedgelingNominees International 

Ltd. , P.O . Box 309 , Grand Cayman , 
Cayman Islands, British West Indies 

State Street Bank and 225 
Franklin Street, Boston, MA 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland 
Pic, P.O. Box 261, 1 Chase Side, 
Bournemouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, 
UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Pic, 
P.O. Box 261, 1 Chase Side, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Pic, 
P.O. Box 26 1 , 1 Chase Side, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland 
Pic, P.O. Box 261, 1 Chase Side, 
Bournemouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, 
UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Pic, 
P.O. Box 261,1 Chase Side, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

Chase Manhattan Bank Ireland Pic, 
P. O. Box 26 1, 1 Qiase Side, Bourne- 
mouth, Dorset BH7 7DB, UK 

State Street Bank and Trust Com- 
pany, 225 Franklin Street, Boston, 
MA 


80. Schroder International ESA Fund 

8 1 . Schroder International Equity Fund 

82. Stichting Emerging Markets GAK 
Pension fondsen HI 

83. Schroder Emerging Markets Fund 

84. Sharlna CV 


85. Shell Australia Pension Fund 
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86. The Bombay Fund Ltd. 

87. TSB Pacific Unit Trust 

88. TSB International Unit Trust 

a 

89. TSB Group Pension Scheme 

90. TSB Managed Pension Fund 

91. T arget Managed Pension Fund 

92. Target Managed Life Fund 

93. The Baring Chrysalis Fund Ltd. 

94. The Baring Emerging Markets 
Markets Fund 

95. The British Investment Trust Pic 

96. The Emerging Markets GAK 
Pension- fondsen II 

97. The India Fund Inc 

98. Tiger 


Hon^fong Bank, 52/60, IMG 
Road, Bombay 40000 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd. , 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England , 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd. , 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd., 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd . , 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd., 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England 

Hill Samuel Investment Management 
Ltd., 45 Beech Street, London EC2P, 
2LX, England 

Baring Brothers (Guernsey) Ltd., P.O. 
Box 71, Arnold House, St Julian’s 
Avenue, Channel Islands, Guernsey 
GY13DA 

Baring Brothers 

(Buernsey) Ltd.. P.O. Box 71, Ar- 
nold House, St Julian’s Avenue, 
Channel Island, Quemsey GY13DA 

Royal Bank of Scotland Pic, Securi- 
ties Services P.O. Box 1727, 1 
Redheughs Avenue, Edinburgh EH 
129JN 

Chase Manhatten Bank Ireland 
Pic, P.O. Box 261, 1 Chase 
Side, Bournemouth, Dorset BH7, 
7DB, UK 

Bank of New York, One Wall Street, 
New York, New York 10286 

Morgan Stanley Bank Luxembourg 
SA, 74 Grand Rue, L r660 Luxem- 
bourg 



14 

99. United Parcle Service erf America 

100. Woild Frontier Fund 

101. Wardlcy Global Selection Asian 
Equity Fund 

102. Warburg Pincus International 
Equity Fund 

103. Warburg Pincus Institutional 
Fund, Inc 
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Bankers Trust Company, P.O. BOx 
3343, Inc Pension Plan 
Church Street Station, New York 
10008 

Nomura Bank, 6 Avenue, Emile, 
Reuter L2420, Luxembourg 

Hongkong Bank T rustees Ltd. , 
Level 13, 1 Queens Road Central, 
Hongkong 

Warhurg Pincus Councilors Inc, 
466 Lexington Avenue, 

New York, New York 10017, USA 

Warburg Pincus CounseUors 
Inc, 466 Lexington Avenue, New 
York, New York 10017, USA 


TAXATION-STATUTES 


Notification No. 9715 — Dated 9-3-1995 

Whereas by notification number S.0.878(E) dated the 30th November, 1992' 
issued under clause (b) of Explanation to section 35AC of the bcome-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1 96 1), ttic Central Government had specified at serial number 8 the 
Hospital Centre Project at Trivandrum of Ramkrlshna Math, Belur Math, District 
Howrah, West Bengal-71 1202 as an eligible project or scheme for a period of 
three assessment years commencing from the assessment year 1993-94 ; 

And whereas the said project or scheme is likely to extend beyond three years; 

And whereas the National Committee has, being satisfied that the said project or 
scheme is being executed properly, made a further recommendation under sub-, 
rule (5) of rule IIM of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 for specifying the said project 
or scheme for a further period of three years; 

Now, therefore, the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of Explanation to section 35AC of the hcome-tax Act, 1961 hereby 
specifies the hospital project atTrlvandrum of the Ramkrishna Matti, Belur Math, 
District Howrah, West Bengal-711202 at the estimated cost of rupees fifty six 
lakhs as an eligible project or scheme fora further period of three assessmentyears 
commencing from be assessment year 1996-97. 

[F.No. NC-I55/94} 


Notlflqi0^ No. 9716 ~ Dated 9-3-1995 

Wheise^ l^tnotiflcatlon number S.^ 267 (E) dated the 29th March, 1994 is^ied 
under dause (b) of Explanation to section 35AC of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
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(43 of 1961), ttie Central Government had specified at serial nienber 14 file 
construcfiOTi of fu% ec^piipped h<^ital named as Ramco ^pdlo Dieignostic 
Centre at Ralapalayam KamaraJ District Tamilnadu ol P.A.C. Ramasamy Ri^ 
Centenary Trust, “Rama Mandlram" Tenkasi Road, RaJapalayam, Kamar^ 
District Tamilnadu as an ellgil^ project or scheme for a period of two assessment 
years commencing from the assessment year 1993-94 ; 

And whereas the said project of scheme is Kkely to extend beyond two years. 

And whereas the Nationed Committee has, being satisfied that the said project or 
scheme is being executed properly, made a further recommendation under sub- 
rule (5) or rule 1 IM of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 for specifying the said project 
or scheme for a further period of two years ; 

Now, therefore, the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of Explanation to section 35AC of income-tax Act, 1961 hereby 
specifies the construction of fully equipped hospital named as Ramco Appollo 
Diagnostic Centre at RaJapalayam KamaraJ District Tamilnadu of P. A.C. Ramasamy 
Raja Centenary Trust, "Rama Mandiram” Tenkasi Road, RaJapalayam, KamaraJ 
District Tamilnadu at the estimated cost of Rs. 386 lakh as an eligible project or 
scheme for a further period of two assessment years commencing from the 
assessment year 1996-97 on the following conditions, namely 

(a) (i) 40 per cent of common clinical tests are provided free and 25 per cent 
at concessional rate ; 

(il) 25 per cent X-Rays & E.C.G. tests are provided free and 25 per cent 
at concessional rates; and 

(lii) 25 per cent other routine tests free and 25 per cent at concessional 
rate; 

(b) (i) free treatment is given to those patients whose family income does not 
exceed Rs. 10,000; and 

(ii) 25 per cent to in 35 per cent concession is given to patien ts with annual 
family Income between Rs. 10,000 to Rs. 15,000. 

IF. No. NC-155/94J 


Notification No. 9717 — Dated 9-3-1995 

Whereas by notification number S.O. 711(E) dated the 25th September, 1992 
issued under clause (b) of Explanation to section 35AC of the ln(^me-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government had specif ied at serial number 6 the 
(i) Construction of dwelling units for the rural poor; and (ii) Mobile Medical services 
and Health Education of Ranruikrishna Mission Belur Math, District Howrah, West 
Bcngal-71 1202 as eligiHe projects or schemes for a period of three assessment 
years commencing from the assessment year 1993-94; 

And whereas the said ivoject or scheme is likdy to extend beyond ^ree years; 
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And whereas the National Gvnmlttee has, being satisfied drat the said i»x^t 
scheme is being executed properly, made a further recommendation, under sub- 
rule (5) of rule 1 IM of the Income-tax Rides, 1962 for specifying the said projects 
or schemes for a further period of three years; 

Npw, therefore, the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of Explanation to section 35AC of the Income-tax Act, 1961 hereby 
specifies the (i) Construction of dwelling Units for the rural poor at Hooghly at the 
estimated cost of Rs. 50 lakh and (li) providing mobile Medical Services and Health 
Education at Bankura District at the estimated cost of Rs. 15 lakh by the 
Ramakrishna Mission Belur Math, District Howrab, West Bengal-711202 as 
eligible projects or schemes for a further period of three assessment years 
commencing from the assessment year 1996-97. . 


[F.No. NC-155/94] 
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STATUTE 


NOTIHCATION / INCOME-TAX 

NoMficatlon No. 9747 — Dated 5-4-1995 — Notification u/a 90 of 
the IT Act, 1 961 — Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement between 
Govt, of the Republic of India and the Govt, of the People’s 
Republic of China. 

Whereas the annexed Agreement between the Government of the Republic 
of India and the Government of the People’s Republic of China for the 
avoidance of double taxation and the prevention of fiscal evasion with respect 
to taxes on income has come into force on the 21st day of November, 
1994 after the notification by both the Contracting States to each other 
of the completion of the procedures required under their laws for bringing 
Into force of the said Agreement in accordance with Article 28 of the said 
Agreement; 

Now, therefore, in exericse of the powers conferred by section 90 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby directs 
that all the provisions of the said Agreement shall be given effect to in 
the Union of India. 

ANNEXURE 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA 

AND 

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

FOR THE 

AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAXATION AND THE 
PREVENTION OF FISCAL EVASION WITH RESPECT TO 
TAXES ON INCOME 

The Government of the Republic of India and the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China, 

Desiring to conclude an Agreement for the avoidance of double taxation 
and the prevention of fiscal evasion with respect to taxes on income. 

Have agreed as follows : 

ARTICLE 1 
Personal Scope 

This Agreement shall apply to persons who are residents of one or both 
of the Contracting States. 
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ARTICLE 2 
Taxes Covered 

1. This Agreement shall apply to taxes on Income imposed on behalf of 
a Contracting State or of Its political subdivisions or local authorities, 
irrespective of the manner In which they are levied. 

2. There shall be regarded as taxes on Income all taxes imposed on total 
income, or on elements of income, including taxes on gains from the 
alienation of movable or immovable property, as well as taxes on capital 
appreciation. 

3. The existing taxes to which the Agreement shall apply are : 

(a) in China : 

(i) the individual Income-tax; 

(ii) the Income-tax for enterprises with foreign investment and foreign 
enterprises; 

(iii) the local income-tax; 

(hereinafter referred to as “China Tax”). 

(b) in India : 

the Income-tax including any surcharge thereon; 

(hereinafter referred to as “Indian tax"). 

4. This Agreement shall also apply to any identical or substantially similar 
taxes which are Imposed after the date of signature of this Agreement in 
addition to, or in place of, the existing taxes referred to in paragraph 3. 
The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall notify each other 
of any substantial changes which have been made in their respective taxation 
laws within a reasonable period of tirne after such changes. 

ARTICLE 3 
General Definitions 

1 . For the purposes of this Agreement, unless the context otherwise requires: 

(a) the term "China” means the People’s Republic of China; when used 

in geographical sense, means all the territory of the People’s 
Republic of China, including its territorial sea, in which the Chinese 
laws relating to taxation apply, and any area beyond its territorial 
sea, within which the People’s Republic of China has sovereign rights 
of exploration for an exploitation of resources of the sea-bed and 
its sub-soil and superjacent water resources In accordance with 
international law; 

(b) the term “India" means-the territory of the Republic of India and 
includes the territorial sea and airspace above it, as well as any other 
maritime one in which India has sovereign rights, other rights and 
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Jurisdictions, according to the Indian law and in accordance with 
international law; 

(c) the term “a Contracting State" and “the other Contracting State” 
means China or India as the context requires; 

(d) the term “tax”.'m€ans Chinese tax or Indian tax, as the context 
requires; 

(e) the term “person" Includes an Individual, a company and any other 
entity which is treated as a taxable unit under the taxation laws 
in force in the respective Contracting States; 

(f) the term “company" means any body corporate or any entity which 
is treated as a body corporate for tax purposes; 

(g) the terms “enterprise of a Contracting State" and “enterprise of 
the other Contracting State” mean, respectively, an enterprise 
carried on by a resident of a Contracting State and an enterprise 
carried on by a resident of the other Contracting State; 

(h) the term “nationals" means any individual possessing the nationality 
of a Contracting State and any legal person, partnership or asso- 
ciation deriving its status from the laws in force in the Contracting 
State; 

(i) the term “international traffic” means any transport by a ship or 
aircraft operated by an enterprise which is resident of a Contracting 
State, except when the ship or aircraft is operated solely between 
places in the other Contracting State; 

0) the term “competent authority” means, in the case of China, the 
State Administration of Taxation or its authorised representative, 
and in the case of India, the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Finance (Department of Revenue) or their authorised represen- 
tative. 

2. As regards the application of this Agreement by a Contracting State, 
any term not defined therein shall, unless the context otherwise requires, 
have the meaning which it has under the laws of that Contracting State 
concerning the taxes to which this Agreement applies. 

ARTICLE 4 
Resident 

1. For the purposes of this agreement, the term “resident of a Contracting 
State” means any person who, under the laws of that Contracting State, 
is liable to tax therein by reason of his domicile, residence, place of head 
office or any other criterion of a similar nature. 

2. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1 an individual is a 
resident of both Contracting States, then his status shall be determined as 
follows : 
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(a) He shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting State in 
which he has a permanent home available to him In both Contracting 
States, he shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting State 
with which his personal and economic relations are closer (centre 
of vital interests); 

■ (b) If the State in which he has his centre of vital Interests cannot be 
determined, or if he has not a permanent home available to him 
in either Contracting State, he shall be deemed to be resident of 
the State in which he has an habitual abode; 

(c) If he has an habitual abode in both Contracting States or in neither 
of them, he shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting 
State of which he is a national; ' 

(d) If he is a national of both Contracting States or of neither of them, 
the competent authorities of the Contracting States shall settle the 
question by mutual agreement. 

3. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1 a person other than 
an individual is a resident of both Contracting States, then it shall be deemed 
to be a resident of the Contracting State in which its head office is situated. 

ARTICLE 5 

Permanent Establishment 

1. For the purposes of this Agreement, the term “permanent establishment" 
means a fixed place of business through which the business of an enterprise 
is wholly or partly carried on. 

2. The term “permanent establishment" includes especially : 

(a) a place of management; 

(b) a branch; 

(c) an office; 

(d) a factory; 

(e) a workshop; 

(f) a mine, an oil or gas well, a quarry or any other place of extraction 
of natural resources; 

(g) a warehouse, in relation to a person providing storage facilities for 
others; 

(h) a fanhrt, plantation or other place where agriculture, forestry, plantation 
or related activities are carried on; 

(i) an Installation or structure used for exploration or exploitation of 
natural resources, btrt only if so used for a period of more than 
185 days; 

0) a building site or construction. Installation or assembly project or 
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supervisory activitl6s in connection therewith, where such Site, 
project or activities (together with other such sites, projects or 
activities, if any) continue for a period of more than 188 days; 

(k) the furnishing of services other than technical services as defined 
in Article 12 (Royalties and Fees for Technical Services), by an 
enterprise of a Contracting State through employees or other 
personnel in the other Contracting State, but only if activities of 
that nature continue within that other Contracting State for a period 
or periods aggregating more than 183 days. 

3. Notwithstanding the preceding provisions of this Article, the term 
"permanent establishment" shall be deemed not to Include ; 

(a) the use of facilities solely for the purpose of storage, display or 
delivery of goods or merchandise belonging to the enterprise; 

(b) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging to 
the enterprise solely for the purpose of storage, display or delivery; 

(c) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging to 
the enterprise solely for the purpose of processing by another 
enterprise; 

(d) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of purchasing goods or merchandise or of collecting information, 
for the enterprise; 

(e) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of carrying on, for the enterprise, any other activity of a preparatory 
or auxiliary character. 

4. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, where a person 
other than an agent of an independent status to whom the provisions of 
paragraph 5 apply is acting in a Contracting State n behalf of an enterprise 
of the other Contracting State, has and habitually exercises an authority 
to conclude contracts in the name of the enterprise, that enterprise shall 
be deemed to have a permanent establishment in the first-mentioned 
Contracting State in respect of any activities which that person undertakes 
for the enterprise, unless the activities of such person are limited to these 
mentioned in paragraph 3 which, if exercised through a fixed place of 
business, would not make this fixed place of business a permanent estab- 
lishment under the provisions of that paragraph. 

5. An enterprise of a Contracting State shall not be deemed to have a 
permanent establishment in the other Contracting State merely because 
it carries on business in that other Contracting State through a broker, 
general commission agent or any other agent of an Independent status, 
provided that such persons are acting in the ordinary course of their business. 
However, when the activities of such an agent are devoted wholly or almost 
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wholly on behalf of that enterprise, he will not be considered an agent of 
an Independent status within the meaning of this paragraph. 

6 . The fact that a company which is a resident of a Contracting State controls 
or is controlled by a company which is a resident of the other Contracting 
State, or which carries on business in that other State (whether through 
a permanent establishment or otherwise), shall not of itself constitute either 
company a permanent establishment of the other. 

ARTICLE 6 

Income from Immovable Property 

1 . Income derived by a resident of a Contracting State from immovable 
property situated in the other Contracting State may be taxed in that other 
Contracting State. 

2. The term “immovable property” shall have the meaning which it has 
under the law of the Contracting State in which the property in question 
is situated. The term shall in any case include property accessory to 
Immovable property, livestock and equipment used in agriculture and forestry, 
rights to which the pro'^isions of general law respecting landed property 
apply, usufruct of immovable property and rights to variable or fixed 
payments as consideration for the working of, or the right to work, mineral 
deposits, sources and other natural resources. Ships and aircraft shall not 
be regarded as immovable property. 

3. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall apply to income derived from the 
direct use, letting, or use in any other form of immovable property. 

4. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 3 shall also apply to the income 
from immovable property of an enterprise and to income from immovable 
property used for the performance of independent personal services. 

ARTICLE 7 

Business Profits 

1. The profit of an enterprise of a Contracting State shall be taxable only 
in that Contracting State unless the enterprise carries business in the other 
Contracting State through a permanent establishment situated therein. If 
the enterprise carries on business as aforesaid, the profits of the enterprise 
may be taxed in the other Contracting State but only so much of them 
as is directly or indirectly attributable to that permanent establishment. 

The provisions of this paragraph shall, however, not apply if the enterprise 
proves that the above activities could not have been undertaken by the 
permanent establishment or have no relation with the permanent estab- 
lishment. 

2, Subject to the provisions "tJf paragraph 3, where an enterprise of a 
Contracting State carries on business In the other Contracting State through 
a permanent establishment situated therein, there shall in each Contracting 
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State be attributed to that permanent establishment the profits which It might 
be expected to make if it were a distinct and separate enterprise engaged 
in the same or similar activities under the same or similar conditions ,and 
dealing wholly Independetly with the enterprise of which it is a permanent 
establishment. 

3. Insofar as the tax law of a Contracting State provides with respect to 
a specific business activity that the profits to be attributed to a permanent 
establishment are to be determined on the basis of a deemed profit, nothing 
in paragraph 2 shall preclude that Contracting State from applyirrg those 
provisions of its law, provided that the result is in accordance with the 
principles contained in this Article. 

4. In determining the profits of a permanent establishment, there shall be 
allowed as deductions expenses which are incurred for the purposes of the 
permanent establishment, including executive and general administrative 
expenses so incurred, whether in the Contracting State in which the 
permanent establishment is situated or elsewhere in accordance with the 
provisions of tax law of that Contracting #tate. 

5. No profits shall be attributed to a permanent establishment by reason 
of the mere purchase by that permanent establishment of goods or merchandise 
for the enterprise. 

6. For the purposes of paragraphs 1 to 5, the profits to be attributed to 
the permanent establishment shall be determined by the same method year 
by year unless there is good and sufficient reason to the contrary. 

7. Where profits include items of Income which are dealt with separately 
in other Articles of this Agreement, then the provisions of those Articles 
shall not be affected by the provisions of this Article. 

ARTICLE 8 

Shipping and Air Transport 

1. Profits derived by an enterprise which is a resident of a Contracting 
State from the operation by that enterprise of ships or aircraft in international 
traffic shall be taxable only in that Contracting State. 

2. For the purposes of this Article, profits frorn the operation of ships 
or aircraft in international traffic shall mean profits derived by an enterprise 
described in paragraph 1 from the transportation by sea or air respectively 
of passengers, mail, livestock or goods carried on by the owners or lessees 
or charterers of ships or aircraft including, : 

(a) the sale of tickets for such transportation; 

(b) the rental of ships or aircraft connected with such transportation; 
and 

(c) income from use, maintenance, or rental of containers (including 
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trailers, barges, and related equipment for the transport of contain- 
ers) operated in international traffic. 

3. For the purposes of this Article, Interest on funds directly connected 
with the operation of ships or aircraft in international traffic shall be regarded 
as profits described in this Article, and the provisions of Article 1 1 (interest) 
shall not apply in relation to such interest. 

4. Th^oiovisions of paragraph 1 shall also apply to profits from the 
participation in a pool, a joint business or an international operating agency. 

ARTICLE 9 

Associated Enterprises 

1. Where 

(a) an enterprise of a Contracting State participates directly or indirectly 
in the management, control or capital of the enterprise of the other 
Contracting State, or 

(b) the same persons participate directly or indirectly in the manage- 
ment, control or capital of an enterprise of a Contracting State and 
an enterprise of the other Contracting State, 

and in either case conditions are made or imposed between the two 
enterprises in their commercial or financial relations which differ from those 
which would be made between independent enterprises, then any profits 
which would, but for those conditions, have accrued to one of the enterprises, 
but, by reason of those conditions, have not so accrued, may be included 
in the profits of that enterprise and taxed accordingly. 

2. Where a Contracting State includes in the profits of an enterprise of 
that Contracting State — and taxes accordingly profits on which an enterprise 
of the other Contracting State has been charged to tax in that other 
Contracting State, and the profits so Included are profits which would have 
accrued to the enterprise of the first mentioned Contracting State if the 
conditions made between the two enterprises had been those which would 
have been made between independent enterprises, then that other State 
shall make an appropriate adjustment to the amount of tax charged therein 
on those profits. In determining such adjustment, due regard shall be had 
to the provisions of the Agreement and the competent authorities of the 
Contracting States shall, if necessary, consult each other. 

ARTICLE 10 
Dividends 

1 . Dividends paid by a company which is a resident of a Contracting State 
to a resident of the other Contracting State may be taxed in that other 
Contracting State. 

2. However, such dividends may also be taxed in the Contracting State 
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of which the company paying the dividends is a resident and according 
to the laws of that Contracting State, but if the recipient is the beneficial 
ownifr of the dividends the tax so charged shall not exceed 10 per cent 
of the gross amount of the dividends. The provisions of this paragraph shall 
not affect the taxation of the company in respect of the profits out of which 
the dividends are paid. 

3, The term "dividends" as used in this Article means income from shares, 
or other rights, not being debit claims, participating in profits, as well as 
income from other corporate rights which is subjected to the same taxation 
treatment as income from shares by the laws of the State of which the 
company making the distribution is a resident. 

4, The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneficial 
owner of the dividends, being a resident of a Contracting State, carries 
on business in the other Contracting State of which the company paying 
the dividends is a resident, through a permanent establishment situated 
therein, or performs in that other Contracting State independent personal 
services from a fixed base situated therein, and the holding in respect of 
which the dividends are paid is effectively conni: ted with such permanent 
establishment or fixed base, in such case the provisions of Article 7 or Article 
14, as the case may be, shall apply. 

5, Where a company which is a resident of a contracting State derives 
profits or income from the other Contracting Stale, that other Contracting 
State may not impose any tax on the dividends paid by the company, except 
insofar as such dividends are paid to a resident of that other Contracting 
State or insofar as the holding in respect of which the dividends are paid 
is effectively connected with a permanent establishment or a fixed base 
situated in that other Contracting State, nor subject the company’s undistributed 
profits to a tax on the company's undistributed profits, even if the dividends 
paid or the undistributed profits consist wholly or partly of profits or income 
arising in such other Contracting State. 

ARTICLE 1 i 
Interest 

1. Interest arising in a Contracting State and paid to a resident of the other 
Contracting State may be taxed in that other Contracting State. 

2. However, sych interest may also be taxed in the Contracting State in 
which it arises and according to the laws of that Contracting State, but 
if the recipient is the beneficial owner of the interest the tax so charged 
shall not exceed 10 per cent of the gross amount of the interest. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 2, interest in a Contracting 
State and derived by the Government of the other Contracting State, a 
political subdivision, a local authority and the Central Bank thereof or any 
financial institution wholly owned by that Government, or by any other 
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resident of that other Contracting State with respect to debt-claims Indirectly 
financed by the Government of that other Contracting State, a political 
subdivision, a local authority, and the Central Bank thereof or any financial 
institution wholly owned by that Government shall be exempt from tax in 
the first-mentioned Contracting State. 

4. The term “interest” as used in this Article means income from debt- 
claims of every kind, whether or not secured by mortgage and whether 
or not carrying a right to participate in the debtor’s profits, and in particular, 
income from government securities and income from bonds or debentures, 
including premiums and price attaching to such securities, bonds or debentures. 
Penalty charges for late payment shall not be regarded as interest for the 
purpose of this Article. 

5. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneficial 
owner of the interest, being a resident of a Contracting State, carries on 
business in the other Contracting State in which the interest arises, through 
a permanent establishment situated therein, or performs in that other 
Contracting State independent personal services from a fixed base situated 
therein, and the debt-claim in respect of which the interest is paid is 
effectively connected with such permanent establishment or fixed base. In 
such case the provisions of Article 7 or Article 14, as the case may be, 
shall apply. 

6. Interest shall be deemed to arise in a Contracting State when the payer 
is the Government of that Contracting State, a political subdivision, a local 
authority thereof or a resident of that Contracting State. Where, however, 
the person paying the interest, whether he is a resident of a Contracting 
State or not, has in a Contracting State a permanent establishment or a 
fixed base in connection with which the indebtedness on which the interest 
is paid was incurred, and such interest is borne by such permanent estab- 
lishment or fixed base, then such interest shall be deemed to arise in the 
Contracting State in which the permanent establishment or fixed base is 
situated. 

7. Where, by reason of a special relationship between the payer and the 
beneficial owner or between both of them and some other person, the 
amount of the interest, having regard to the debt-claim for which it is plaid, 
exceeds the amount which would have been agreed upon by the payer and 
the beneficial owner in the absence of such relationship, the provisions 
of this Article shall apply only to the last-mentioned amount. In such case, 
the excess part of the payments shall remain taxable according to the laws 
of each Contracting State, due regard being had to the other provisions 
of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 13 

Capital Gains 

1. Gains derived by a resident of a Contracting State from the alienation 
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of immovable property referred to In Article 6 and situated in the other 
Contracting State may be taxed in that other Contracting State. 

2. Gains from the alienation of movable property forming part of business 
property of a permanent establishment which an enterprise of a Contracting 
State has In the other Contracting State or of movable property pertaining 
to a fixed base available to a resident of a Contracting State in the other 
Contracting State for the purpose of performing independent personal 
services, including such gains from the alienation of such a permanent 
establishment (alone or together with the whole enterprise) or of such a 
fixed base, may be taxed in that other Contracting State. 

3. Gains from the alienation of ships or aircraft operated in international 
traffic or movable property pertaining to the operation of such ships or 
aircraft shall be taxable only in the Contracting State of which the alienator 
is a resident. 

4. Gains from the alienation of shares of the capital stock of a company 
the property of which consists directly or indirectly principally of immovable 
property situated in a Contracting State may be taxed in that Contracting 
State. 

5. Gains from t|;ic alienation of any property other than that referred to 
in the preceding paragraphs of this Article, arising in a Contracting State, 
may be taxed in that Contracting State. 

ARTICLE 14 

Independent Personal Services 

1. Income derived by a resident of a Contracting State in respect of 
professional services or other activities of an independent character shall 
be taxable only in that Contracting State except in one of the following 
circumstances, when such income may also be taxed in the other Contracting 
State : 

(a) If he has a fixed base regularly available to him in the other 
Contracting State for the purpose of performing his activities; in 
that case, only so much of the Income as is attributable to that fixed 
base may be taxed in that other Contracting State; 

(b) if his stay in the other Contracting State is for a period or periods 
exceeding in the aggregate 183 days in the taxable year concerned; 
in that case, only so much of the income as is derived from his 
activities performed in that other Contracting State may be taxed 
in that other Contracting State. 

2. The term “professional services" Includes especially independent sci- 
entific, literary, artistic, educational or teaching activities as well as the 
independent activities of physicians, lawyers, engineers, architects, dentists 
and accountants. 
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ARTICLE 15 

Dependent Personal Services 

Subject to the provisions of Articles 16, 18, 19, 20 and 21, salaries, wages 
and other similar remuneration derived by a resident of a Contracting State 
in respect of an employment shall be taxable only In that Contracting State 
unless the employment is exercised in the other Contracting State. If the 
employment is so exercised, such remuneration as Is derived therefrom may 
be taxed in that other Contracting State. 

2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1, remuneration derived 
by a resident of a Contracting State in respect of an employment exercised 
in the other Contracting State shall be taxable only in the first-mentioned 
State if : 

(a) the recipient is present in the other Contracting State for a period 
or periods not exceeding in the aggregate 183 days in the taxable 
year concerned; and 

(b) the remuneration is paid by, or on behalf of, an employer who is 
not a resident of the other Contracting State; and 

(c) the remuneration is not borne by a permanent establishment or a 
fixed base which the employer has in the other Contracting State. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, of this Article, 
remuneration derived in respect of an employment exercised aboard a ship 
or aircraft operated by an enterprise which is a resident of a Contracting 
State in international traffic shall be taxable only in that Contracting State. 

ARTICLE 16 
Directors* Fees 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Article 14 and 15, Income derived by 
a resident of a Contracting State as an entertainer, such as a theatre, motion 
picture, radio or television artiste, or a musician, or as a sportsperson, from 
his personal activities as such exercised in the other Contracting State. 

2. Where income in respect of personal activities exercised by an entertainer 
or a sportsperson in his capacity as such accrues not to the entertainer 
or sportsperson himself but to another person, that income may, notwith- 
standing the provisions of Article 7, 14 and 15, be taxed i the Contracting 
State in which the activities of the entertainer or sportsperson are exercised. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions 1 and 2, Income derived by entertainers 
or sportspersons who are residents of a Contracting State from the activities 
exercised in the other Contracting State either as a part of cultural exchange 
between the Contracting States, or supfjorted wholly or substantially from 
the public funds in either of the Contracting States or political subdivisions 
or local autho rities thereof, shall be exempt from teix in that other Contracting 
State. 
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ARTICLE 18 
Pensions 

1. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article 19, pensions, annuity 
and other similar remuneration paid to a resident of a Contracting State 
in consideration of past employment shall be taxable only in that Contracting 
State. 

2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1, pensions, annuity paid 
and other similar payments made by the Government of a Contracting State 
or a political subdivision or a local authority thereof under a public welfare 
schemes of the social security system of that Contracting State shall be 
taxable only in that Contracting State. 

ARTICLE 19 

Remuneration and Pensions in respect of Government 

Services 

1. (a) Remuneration, other than pension, paid by the Government of a 

Contracting State or a political subdivision or a local authority 
thereof to an individual in respect of services rendered to the 
Government of that Contracting State or a political subdivision or 
a local authority thereof, in the discharge of functions of a gov- 
ernmental nature, shall be taxable only in that Contracting State. 

(b) However, such remuneration shall be taxable only in the other 
Contracting State if the services are rendered in that other Contracting 
State and the individual is a resident of that other Contracting State 
who ; 

(i) is a national of that other Contracting State; or 

(ii) did not become a resident of that other Contracting State solely 
for the purpose of rendering the services. 

2. fa) Any pension paid by, or out of fund to which contributions are 

made by the Government of a Contracting State or a political 
subdivisions or a local authority thereof to an individual in respect 
of services rendered to the Government of that Contracting State 
ora political subdivision ora local authority thereof shall be taxable 
only in that Contracting State. 

(b) However, such pension shall be taxable only in the other Contracting 
State if the individual is a resident of and a national of, that other 
Contracting State. 

3. The provisions of Articles 15, 16, 17 and 18 shall apply to remuneration 
and pensions in respect of services rendered in connection with a business 
carried on by the Government of a Contracting State or a political subdivision 
or a local authority thereof. 
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ARTICLE 20 

Pai/ments received by Professors, Teachers and Research 

Scholars 

1. An individual who is, or immediately before visiting a Contracting State 
was, a resident of the other Contracting State for the primary purpose of 
teaching, giving lectures or conducting research at a university, college, 
school or educational institution or scientific research institution approved 
by the Government of the first-mentioned Contracting State shall be exempt 
from tax in the first-mentioned Contacting State, for a period of three 
years from the date of his first arrival in the first-mentioned Contracting 
State, in respect of remuneration for such teaching, lectures or research. 

2. This Article shall not apply to Income from research if such research 
is undertaken primarily for the private benefit of a specific person or persons. 

ARTICLE 21 

Payments received by Students, Trainees and Apprentices 

1. A student, business apprentice or trainee who is or was Immediately 
before visiting a Contracting State a resident of the other Contracting State 
and who is present in the first-mentioned State solely for the purpose of 
his education, training shall be exempt from tax in that first-mentioned State 
on the following payments or income received or derived by him for the 
purpose of his maintenance, education or training : 

(a) payments derived from sources outside that Contracting State for 
the purpose of his maintenance, education, study, research or 
training; 

(b) grants, scholarships or awards supplied by the Government, or a 
scientific, educational, cultural or other tax-exempt organisation; 
and 

(c) income derived from personal services performed in that Contracting 
State for the purpose of maintenance. 

2, The benefits of this Article shall extend only for such period of time 
as may be reasonable or customarily required to complete the education 
or training undertaken, but in no event shall any individual have the benefits 
of this Article, for more than five consecutive years from the date of his 
first arrival in that Contracting State. 

ARTICLE 22 
Other Income 

1. Items of Income of a resident of a Contracting State, whearewer arising, 
not dei^it with in the foregoing Articles of this Agreement shall be taocable 
only ita that Contracting State:^ 

2. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall not apply to income, other than 
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income from Immovable property a$ defined in paragraph 2 of Article 6, 
if the recipient of such income, being a resident of a Contracting State, 
carries on business in the other Contracting State through a permanent 
establishment situated therein, or performs In that other Contracting State., 
Independent personal services from a fixed base situated therein, and the 
right or property in respect of which the Income is paid is effectively 
connected with such permanent establishment or fixed base. In such case 
the provisions of Article 7 or Article 14, as the case may be, shall apply. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, items of income 
of a resident of a Contracting State not dealt with in the foregoing Articles 
of this Agreement and arising in the other Contracting State may be taxed 
in that other Contracting State. 

ARTICLE 23 

Methods for the Elimination of Double Taxation 

1. In China, double taxation shall be eliminated as follows : 

(a) Where a resident of China derives Income from India the amount 
of tax on that Income payable in India in accordance with the 
provisions of this Agreement, may be credited against the Chinese 
tax imposed on that resident. The amount of credit, however, shall 
not exceed the amount of the Chinese tax on that income computed 
in accordance with the taxation laws and regulations of China. 

(b) Where the Income derived from India is a dividend paid by a company 
which is a resident of India to a company which Is a resident of 
China and which owns not less than 10 per cent of the shares of 
the company paying the dividend, the credit shall take into account 
the tax paid to India by the company paying the dividend in respect 
of its income. 

2. In India, double taxation shall be eliminated as follows : 

Where a resident of India derives Income which, in accordance with the 
provisions of this Agreement, may be taxed in China, India shall allow as 
a deduction from the tax on the income of that resident an amount equal 
to the income-tax paid in China '.vhether directly or by deduction: Such 
deduction shall not, however, exceed that part of income-tax (as computed 
before the deduction is given) which is attributable, as the case may be, 
to the income which may be taxed in China. , 

3. The tax paid in a Contracting State mentioned in paragraphs 1 and 
2 of this Article shall be deemed to Include the tax which would have been 
payable but for the legal provisions concerning tax reduction, exemption 
or other tEtx Incentives of the Contracting States for the promotion of 
economic development. 
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ARTICLE 24 
Non-dtscrimlnation 

1. Nationals of a Contracting State shall not be subjected In the other 
Contracting State to any taxation or any requirement connected therewith, 
which Is other or more burdensome than the taxation and connected 
requirements to which,, nationals of that Contracting State in the same 
circumstances are or may be subjected. 

2. The taxation on permanent establishment which an enterprise of a 
Contracting State has in the other Contracting State shall not be less 
favourably levied in that other Contracting State than the taxation levied 
on enterprises of that other Contracting State carrying on the same activities 
In the same circumstances or under the same conditions. 

3. Where a Contracting State charges the profits of a permanent estab- 
lishment which an enterprise of the other Contracting State has in the first- 
mentioned Contracting State at a rate of tax which is different from that 
Imposed on the profits of a similar enterprise of the first-mentioned Contracting 
State, It shall not be construed as discrimination under this Article. 

4. Nothing contained in this Article shall be construed as obliging a 
Contracting State to grant to residents of the other Contracting State any 
personal allowances, reliefs and deductions for taxation purposes on account 
of civil status or family responsibilities which it grants to its own residents. 

5. Except where the provisions of paragraph 1 of Article 9, paragraph 
7 of Article 11, or paragraph 7 of Article 12, apply, Interest, royalties and 
other disbursements paid by an enterprise of a Contracting State to a resident 
of the other Contracting State shall, for the purpose of determining the 
taxable profits of such enterprise, be deductible under the same conditions 
as if they had been paid to a resident of the first-mentioned State subject 
to the provisions of domestic laws of that Contracting State. 

6. Enterprises of a Contracting State, the capital of which is wholly or 
partly owned or controlled, directly or indirectly, by one or more residents 
of the other Contracting State, shall not be subjected in the first-mentioned 
State to any taxation or any requirement connected therewith which is other 
or more burdensome than the taxation and connected requirements to which 
other similar enterprises of the first-mentioned State are or may be subjected 
in the same circumstances and under the same conditions. 

7- In this Article, the term “taxation” means taxes which are the subject 
of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 25 

Mutual Agreement Procedure 

1. Whera a person considers tTi^ the actions of one or both 6t the 
Contracting States result or will result for him in taxation not in accordance 
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;ith the provisions of this Agreement, he may. Irrespective of the remedies 
)rovided by the domestic law of those States, present fils case to the 
ompetent authority of the Contracting State of which he is a resident or, 
[ his case comes under paragraphs 1 of Article 24, to that of the Contracting 
>tate of which he Is a national. The case must be presented within three 
'cars from the first notification of the action resulting in taxation not in 
iccordance with the provisions of the Agreement. 

The competent authority shall endeavour, if the objection appears to 
[ to be justified and if it is not Itself able to arrive at a satisfactory solution, 
0 resolve the case by mutual agreement with the competent authority of 
he other Contracting State, with a view to the avoidance of taxation which 
5 not in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement. Any agreement 
eached shall be implemented notwithstanding any time limits in the domestic 
aw of the Contracting States. 

i. The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall endeavour 
0 resolve by mutual agreement any difficulties or doubts arising as to the 
nterpretation or application of the Agreement. They may also” consult 
ogether for the elimination of double taxation in cases not provided for 
ra this Agreement. 

. The competent authorities of the Contracting States may communicate 
yith each other direct for the purpose of reaching an agreement in the 
ense of paragraphs 2 and 3. When it seems advisable for reaching 
igreement, representatives of the competent authorities of the contracting 
tates may meet together for an oral exchange of opinions. 

ARTICLE 26 

Exchange of Information 

L . The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall exchange such 
^formation (including documents) as Is necessary for carrying out the 
)rovislons of this Agreement or of the domestic laws of the Contracting 
states concerning taxes covered by the Agreement, insofar as the taxation 
hereunder is not contrary to this Agreement. , in particular for the prevention 
)f evasion of such taxes. The exchange of Information is not restricted by 
\rticle 1. Any information received by a Contracting State shall be treated 
IS secret and shall be disclosed only to persons or authorities (including 
-ourts and administrative bodies) involved in the assessment or collection 
)f the enforcement or prosecution in respect of, or the determination of 
ppeals in relation to, the taxes covered by the Agreement. Such persons 
r authorities shall use the information only for such purposes. They may 
isclose the information in public Court proceedings or in Judicial decisions. 

.. In no case shall the provisions of paragraph 1 be construed so as to 
Tinco r>n “ '’tipn tho nhlinat*''n • 
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(a) to carry out administrative measures at variance with the laws and 
administrative practice of that or of the other Contracting State; 

(b) to supply information or documents which Is not obtainable under the 
laws or In the normal course of the administration of that or of the other 
Contracting State; 

(c) to supply information or documents which would disclose any trade, 
business, industrial, commerdial or professional secret or trade process, or 
information, the disclosure of which would be contrary to public policy [ordre 
public). 

ARTICLE 27 

Diplomatic Agents and Consular Officers 

Nothing in this Agreement shall effect the fiscal privileges of diplomatic 
agents or consular officers under the general rules of international law or 
under the provisions of special agreements. 

ARTICLE 28 

Entrp into Force 

This Agreement shall enter into force on the thirtieth day after the the on 
which diplomatic notes indicating the completion of internal legal procedures 
necessary in each country for the entry into force of this Agreement have 
been exchanged. This Agreement shall have effect ; 

(a) in China, in respect of Income arising in any taxable year beginning 
on or alter the first day of January next following the calendar year 
in which this Agreement enters into force; 

(b) in India, in respect of Income arising in any previous year beginning 
on or after the first day of April next following the calendar year 
in which this Agreement enters into force. 

ARTICLE 29 

\ Termination 

This Agreement shall remain in force indefinitely but either of the C. n- 

tracting States may, or before the thirtieth day of June in any calendar 

year beginning after the expiration of a period of five years from the date 

of its entry into force, give written notice of termination to the other 

Contracting State through the diplomatic channels. In such event this 

Agreements shall cease to have effect : 

« 

(a) in China, in respect of income arising in any taxable year beginning 
on or after the first day of January next following the calendar year 
in which the notice of termination is given; 
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(b) in India, in respect of income arising in ahy previous year beginning 
on or after the first day of April next following the calende^r year 
in which the notice is given. 

In witness whereof, the undersigned, being duly authorised thereto, have 
signed the present Agreement. 

Done in duplicate at New Delhi on this eighteenth day of July one thousand 
nine hundred and ninety four in the Hindi, Chinese and English languages, 
all three texts being equally authentic. In case of any divergence, the English 
text shall prevail. 

Sd./- Sd.A 

(Dr.) Manmohan Singh 

For the Government of the For the Government of the 

Republic of India People’s Republic of China 

PROTOCOL 

At the signing of the Agreement between the Government of the Republic 
of India and the Government of the People’s Republic of China for the 
Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion with 
respect to Taxes on Income (hereinafter referred to as “The Agreement") 
both sides have agreed upon the following provisions which form an Integral 
part of the Agreement : 

1 . With reference to paragraph (d) of Article 3 : 

It is understood that the term “tax” should not include any penalty imposed 
for non-compliance of the laws and regulations relating to the taxes to which 
this Agreement applies. 

2. With reference to Article 8, the exemption shall also include : 

(i) in China, the business tax; 

(ii) in India, any tax similar to the business tax in China which may 
be Imposed in India after signing of the Agreement. 

3. With reference to Article 26 : 

The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall agree from time 
to time on the Information or documents which shall be necessarily furnished 
on a routine basis. 

In witness whereof, the undersigned, being duly authorised thereto, have 
signed the present Protocol. ' 

Done in duplicate at New Delhi on this eighteenth day of July one thousand 
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nine hundred and ninety four In the Hindi, Chinese and English languages, 
all three texts being equally authentic. In case of any divergence, the English 
text shall prevail. 

Sd./- Sd./- 

(Dr.) Manmohan Singh 

For the Government of the For the Government of the 

Republic of India People’s Republic of China 


IF. No. 503/5/93FTD, dt, 5th April, 1995} 
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(statute^ 

THE FRANCE ACT, 1995 

An Act to give effect to the ftnanelal proposals of the Central Government for 
the financial ifear 1 995-96. 

Be It enacted by Parliament tai the ForV-sbcth Year of the Republic of faidia as 
follows 

CHAPTERI 

PRELIMINARY 

Short title and commcnoefnent 

1. (1) This Act may be called the Bnance Act. 1995. 

(2^ Save as otherwise provided in this Act, sections 2 to 49 shall be deemed 
to have come into force on ^e 1st day of April, 1995. 

CHAPTERB 

RATES OF INCOME-TAX 

Income-tax 

2. (1) Subject to the provisions of sub-sections (2) and (3), for ihe assessment 
year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1995, income-tax shall be charged at 
the rates spiecified in Part I of the First Schedule and such tax shall be Increased 
in the cases to which Paragiarrfi E of tfiat Part applies, by a surdiarge, calculated 
in the manner provided therein. 

(2) In the cases to u^h Sub-Paragraph I or Sub-Paragraph II of Paragraph 
A of Part I of the Rrst Schedule applies, where the assessee has. In the previous 
year, any net agricultural income exceeding six hundred rupees, hi addition to total 
Income, and the total Income exceeds, - 

fl) in a case to whidi he said Sub-Paragraj^ I applies, thirty-Bve 
thousand rupees, and 

(11) in a case to \diich the said Sub-Paragraph n applies, eighteen 
thousand rupees, 

then, - 

(a) thenetagriculturalincomeshallbetakenintoaccount.intoemanner 
provided in clause fbj (diat is to say, as if the net agricultural income were 
comprised in the total income after, - 

(I) in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph I applies, the first diir^ 
five thousand rupees, and 

(II) in o case to which the said Sub-Paragraph Q applies, toe first 
eighteen thousand topees, 

toe total inccxne but without being liable to tax], ody for toe purpose 
of diargtaig income-tax in r^pect of the total tncome; and 
0) the faKome-tax chatge^rie shall be calculated as foBows :- 
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0) the total income and thenet agricultural income shall be aggregate 
and the amount of income-Uuc shall be determined in respect of 
aggregate inc(»ne at die rates specified in Sub-Paragraph I or, as th 
case may be, Sub-Paragrai^ U of the said Paragraph A, as if sue 
aggregate Income were the total income; 

00 the net agricultural income shall be increased, - - 

(A) in a case to v^ich the said Sub-Paragraph I applies, by a sur 
of thirty-five thouszuid rupees; and 

(B) in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph II applies, by sur 
of eighteen thousand rupees, 

and the amount of income-tax shall be determined in respect of tt 
net agricultural income as so increased at the rates specified in Sul 
Paragraph I or, as the case may be, Sub-Paragraph II of the sa 
Paragraph A, as If the net agricultural Income as so Increased wer 
the total income; 

(III) the amount of irKome-tax determined in accordance with sul 
clause 0) shall be reduced by the amount of income-tax determined i 
accordance with sub-clause (II) and the sum so arrived shall be the Incom 
tax in respect of the total Income. 

(3) In cases to which the provisions of Chapter XII or Chapter XII-A or sul 
section (lA) of section 161 or section 164 or section 164A or section 167B < 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) (hereinafter referred to as Income-tax Ac 
apply, the tax chargeable shall be determined as provided in that Chapter or thi 
section, and with reference to the rates Imposed by subsection fl) or the rates i 
specified in that Chapter or section, as the case may be ; 

Provided that the amount of &icome-tax computed in accordance with tf 
provisions of section 1 12 shall be increased in the case of a domestic compar 
by a surcharge as provided in Paragraph E of Part I of the Rrst Schedule : 

Provided further that in respect of any income chargeable to tax under sectlc 
1 15B, or in the case of a domestic company having a total income exceedir 
seventy-five thousand rupees, under section 115BB, of the Income-tax Act, th 
income-tax computed shall be increased by a surcharge calculated at the rate ■: 
fifteen per cent of such income-tax. 

(4) In cases in which tax has to be deducted under sections 1 93, 1 94, 194/ 
194B, 194BB, 194D and 195 of tire Income-tax Act at the rates in force, tl 
deduct]^ shall be made at the rates specified in Part II of the Brst Schedule ar 
shall bdf increased In the cases to uMch die provisions of sub-ttem fa) of item 2 1 
that Part apply, by a surcharge, calculated in the manner provided therein. 

f5) In cases In u^tch tax harto be deducted under sectiais 194C, 194G, 

1, 194Jand 194K of die Income-tax Act, the dedttetlonsh^ be made at the rafa 
specified In diose sections and ^aH be increased ^ die case of an assessee, beir 
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adomesticcxxnpany.byasurcharge calculated at the rate df fifteen per centof such 
deduction. 

^6^ In cases in which tax has to be cdiected under section 206C of die Income- 
tax Act, tile collection shall be made at the rate spedfied in that section and shall 
be increased in the case of a buyer, being a domestic company, by a surcharge 
calculated at the rate of fifteen per cent of such collection. 

(7) Subject to the provisions of sub-section {8), in cases in which income-tax 
has to be calculated under tiie first prodso to sub-section (5) of section 132 of the 
Income-tax Act or charged under sub-section (4) of section 172 or sub-section (2) 
of section 174 or section 175 or sut>sectlon (2) of section 176 of tire said Act or 
deducted under section 1 92 of the said Act from income chargeable under the head 
“Salaries” or in which the “advance tax” payable under Chapter XVII-C of the said 
Act has to be computed, at the rate or rates in force, such taxome-tax or, as the 
case may be, “advance tax” shall be so calculated, charged, deducted or computed 
at the rate or rates specified in Part III of the Rrst Schedule and such tax shall be 
increased in the cases to which Paragraph E of that Part applies, by a surcharge, 
calculated in the manner provided therein; 

Provided that in cases to which the provisions of Chapter XII or Chapter XII- 
A or sub-section (1 A) section 161 orsectlon 164orsecticai 164Aorsection 167B 
of the Income-tax Act apply, “advance tax” shall be computed with reference to 
the rates imposed by this sub-section or the rates as specified in that Chapter or 
section, as the case may be; 

Provided further that the amount of income-tax computed in accordance with 
the provisions of sections 112 and 113 shall be incre 2 tsed in the case of a domestic 
compzuiy by a surcharge as provided in Paragraph E of Part II of the Rrst Schedule: 

Provided also that in resp>ect of any income chargeable to tax under section 
1 15B, or in the case of a domestic compzuiy, under section 1 l5BB,of the income- 
tax Act, having in eitiier case a total IrKome exceeding seventy-five thousand 
rupees, tire “advacne tax" computed under the first proviso shall be Increased by 
a surcharge calculated at the rate of fifteen per cent of such “advance tax”. 

(8) In the cases to which Sub-Paragraph I or Sub-Paragraph II of Paragraph 
A of Part III of the Rrst Schedule applies, where the assessee has, in the previous 
year or. If by virtue of any provision of the bxome-tax Act, Income-tax is to be 
charged in respect of tiie income of a period other than the previous year, in sixh 
otherp^od.anynet agricultural income exceeding six hundred rupees, in addition 
to total income and the total income exceeds, — 

(I) in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph I applies, fortythousand rupees, 
and 

(II) in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph II apidies, ei^teen thousand 
rupees, 

then in calculating Incone-tax under the first proviso to sub-section (5) of 
section 132 of the Inctxnetax Act or incharglna income-tax under subjection (2) 
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ofsectkxi 174or section 17S or sub'sectkxi/2)c^ section 1 76 ctf the said Act or 
in com^Hiting the “advance tax” payable under Chapter XVB-C of the said Act, 
at the rate or rates in force, — 

(a) the net agricultural Income shall be taken into account, in die manner 
provided in clause (b) (that is to say , as tf the net agrtcultural income were comprised 
in the total income after, — 

(I) in a case to u4iich the said Sub-Paragraph I ap^ies, the first forty 
thousand rupees, and 

(iij in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph II applies, the first eighteen 
thouszund rupees, 

of the total income but without being liable to tax], only for the purpose of 
calculating, charging or computing such income-tax or, as the case may be, 
“advance tax” in respect of the total income; and 

(b) such income-tax or, 2 is the case may be, “advance tax” shall be so 
calculated, charged or computed as follows; — 

(f)the total income and the net agricultural income shall be aggregated and 
the amount of income-tax or “advance tzuc” shall be determined in respect of 
the aggregate income at the rates specified in Sub-Paragra];^ I or, as the case 
may be, Sub-Paragraph II of the said Paragraph A, as if such aggregate Income 
were die total income; 

(II) the net agricultural Income shall be increased, — 

(A) in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph 1 applies, by sum of forty 
thousand rupees; and 

(B^ in a case to which the said Sub-Paragraph II applies, by a sum of 
eighteen thousand rupees, 

andtheamountof income-tax or "advance tax" shall be determined in respect 
of the net agricultural Income as so increased at the rates specified in the said 
Sub-Paragraph I or, as the case may be, the said Sub-Paragraph II as If the net 
agricultural income as so increased were die total income; 

(III) the amount of income-tax or “advance tax” determined in accordance 
with subolause (I) ^laH be reduced by the amount of income-tax or, as the case 
may be, “advance tax” determined in accordance widi sub-clause (II) and the 
sum so arrived at shall be the income-tax or, as the case may be, “advancetax” 
in respect of the total income. 

(9) For the purposes of this section and the First Schedule, - 

(a) “domestic company” means an Indian company, or any other 
company which, in respect of its income liaUe to income-tax under the 
Income^ax Act for the assessment year commravdng on the 1st day of April, 

1995, has made the prescribed arrangements for the declaration and payment 

wtdiin India of the dividends Onciuding dividends on pr e fer e nce shzues) 
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paysAile out of such taicome accordance with tite provisions of section 194 
of the Act; 

fb)“iiisuraTKe conmlsskm" rneam any remuneratkxi or reward, uheiher 
by way of commis^on or otherwise, for sdldting or prooiring insurance 
business Eluding busine^ relating to ^ continuance, renewal or reviMal of 
policies of insurarKe); 

{c) “net agricultural income”, in relatior to a person, means the total 
amount of agricultural income, from whatever source derived, of that person 
computed in accordance with the rules contained in Part IV of the Fist 
Schedule; 

(d) all other words and expressions used in this section or in the Brst 
Schedule but not defined in this sub-section and defined in the Income-tax Act 
shall have the meainings respectively assigned to them in that Act. 

CHAPTER 111 
DIRECT TAXES 
Income-tax 

Amendment of section 2 

3. In section 2 of the Income-tax Act, in clause (42A), in Explanation 1, in 
clause (i), after sub-clause (e), the following sub-clause shall be inserted, with effect 
from the 1st day of April, 1996, namcly:- 

“(f) in the case of a capital asset, being a financial asset, allotted without 
any payment and on the basis of holding of any odier financial asset, the period 
shall be reckoned from the date of the allotment of such financial asset;” 

Amendment of section 10 

4. In section 10 of the Income-tax Act, — 

(1} in clause (lOD), after the words "such policy”, the words, brackets, 
figures and letters “other tham any sum received under sub-section (3) of 
section 80DDA" shaJl be inserted with effect from the 1st day of April 1996; 

(2) in clause (14), vdth effect from the 1st day of July, 1995, - 

(a) in sub-clause (1), for the words “as the Central Government may, by 
notification in the Official Gazette, specify”, the words “as may be prescribed” shall 
be substituted; 

(b) in sub-clause (li), for the words “as the Central Government may, by 
notification in the Official Gazette, specify, to die extent specified m die 
notification", the words “as may be prescribed and to the extent as may be 
prescribed” shall be substituted; 

(3) in clause (15), for sub-clause fv^, the following sub-clause shall be 
substituted, namely:- 

‘(v) interest on - 
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(a) securities held tv the Welfare Commisdoner, Bhopal Gas Victims, 
Bhoped, in the Reserve Bank's SGL Account No. SiyDH048; 

(b) depo^L ^or tfie benefit of the victims of the Bhopal gas leak disaster 
held in such 2 KXOunt, with the Reserve Bank of India or with a public sector 
bank, as the Central Government may, by notificatlcxi in the Official Gazette, 
specify, whether prospectively or retrospectively but in no case earlier them the 
1st day of April, 1994 in tttis behzdf . 

Explanation.- For the purposes of ^is sub-clause, die expression “public 
sector bank" shall have the meaning assigned to it in the Exp lanation to clause 
(23D)’; 

(4) for clause (15A), the following clause shall be substituted with effect from 
the 1st day of April, 1996, iwnely:- 

‘(15A) any payment made, by an Indian company engaged in the business 
of operation of aircraft, to acquire an aircraft or any aircraft engine (other than a 
payment for providing spares, facilities or service in connection with the operation 
of leased aircraft) on lease from the Government of a foreign State or a foreign 
enterprise under an agreement approved by the Central Government in this 
behalf. 

Explanation.- For the purposes of this clause, the expression “foreign 
enterprlse"means a person who is a non-resident; 

(5) after clause (23AA), the following clause shadl be inserted, with effect from 
the 1st day of April, 1996, namely 

“(23AAA) any income received by any person on behedf of a fund established, 
for such purposes as may be notified by Ihc Board in the Official Gazette, for the 
welfare of employees or their dependants and of which fund such employees are 
also members if such fund fulfills the following conditions, naunely 

(a) the fund - 

0) applies its income, or accumulates it for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is estaWldied; and 

(il) invests its funds and contributions and other sums received by it in the 
forms or modes specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(b) the fund is approved by the Commissioner in accordcince with the rules 
made in this behalf : 

Provided that any such approved shall at any one time have effect for such 
assessment year or years not exceeding three assessment years as may be specified 
in the order of approved;’’ 

(6) in clause (23), for the portion beginning with ttie words “ any income of such 
Mufoat Fund” and ending with the words “specify in this behalf" , the following shall 
be substituted with effect fromihe 1st day of July, 1995, namely:- 

“any Income of - 
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( 1 ) a Mutual Fund registered under the Securities and Exduuige Board of 
India Act, 1992 or regulations made ihereund^; 

00 such other Mutual Fund set up by a public sector bank or a public 
f tnandal institution or autitorlsed by Ihe R^erve Bardi of India and siit^ect to 
such conditions as the Central Government may, by notification In tfie Official 
Gazette, specify in this behalf”; 

(7) after clause (23 E), the following clause shall be inserted with effect from the 
1st day of April, 1996, namely; - 

'*(2310 any income by way of dividends or bng-term capital gains of a venture 
capltzd fund or a venture capital company from Investments made by way of equity 
shares in a venture capital undertaking: 

Provided that such venture capital fund or venture capital company is 
approved for the purposes of this clause by the prescribed authority in accordaynce 
with the rules made in this behalf and satisfies the prescribed conditions : 

Provided further that any approval by the prescribed authority shall, at any one 
time, have effect for such assessment year or years, not exceeding three 
assessment years, as may be specified in the order of approval: 

Provided also that if the aforesaid equity shares are transferred (other than in 
the event of the said shares being listed in a recognised stock exchange in India) 
by a venture capital fund or a venture capital company to any person at any time 
within a pjeriod of three years from the date of their acqulsiticm, the aggregate 
amount of income by way of dividends on such equity shares which has not been 
Included in the total income of the previous year or years preceding the previous 
year in which such transfer has taken place shall be deemed to be the income of 
the venture capital fund or of the venture capital company of the previous year in 
which such transfer has taken place : 

Provided also that the exemption shall not be allowed in respect of the long- 
term capital gains, if any, arising on such transfer of equity shares as is mentioned 
in the third proviso. 

Explanation.- For the purposes of this clause, - 

(a) “venture capital fund” means such fund, operating under a trust deed 
registered under the provisions of the Registration Act, 1908 (16 of 1908), 
established to raise moneys by the trustees for Investments mainly by way of 
acquiring equity shares of a venture capital undertaking in accordance with the 
prescribed guidelines; 

(b) “venture capital company" means such company as has made 
Investments by way of acquiring equity shares of venture capital undertakings 
in accordetnce with the prescribed guidelines; and 

(c) “venture capital undertaking” means such domestic company whose 
shares are not listed in a recognised stock exchange in India and which is 
engaged in the manufacture or production of such articles or things (including 
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computer software) as may be noticed by the Centrid Government fai this 
behalf.’ 

(9) after clause \25), the following clause shdfl be Inserted and be deemed 

ahvs^ to have been inserted with effect from the Istdayof AprU, 1962, namely:- 

'‘(25A) any income of the Emidoyees' State Insurance Fund set up under 
the provisions of the Employees ‘Sta)e Insurance Act, 1948 ( 34 of 1948)-,” 

(9) after clause (26B), the following clause shall be inserted, namely:- 

‘(26BB) any income of a corporation established by the Central Govern- 
ment or any State Governrnent for promotlitg the interests of the members of 
a minority community. 

Explanation.- For the purposes of this clause, “minority cc»nmunlty’’ 
means a community rK>tlfled as such by the Central Government in the Official 
Gazette in this behalf-,’ 

Amendment of section lOA 

5. In section lOA of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (2), after clause (i), the 
following clause shall be inserted widi effect from the 1st day of April, 1996, 
namcly:- 

“(ia) in relation to an undertaking vidiich begins to manufacture or produce 
any article or thing on or after the 1st day of April, 1995, its exports of such 
articles or things are not less than seventy-five per cent, of the total «lcs 
thereof during the previous year;” t 

Amendment of section 17 

6. In section 17 of die Income-tax Act, in clause (3), in sub-clause (ii), with 
effect from the 1st day of April, 1996,- 

fa) after the word, brackets and figures “clause (12)’’, the word, brackets 
and figures", clause (13)' shall be inserted; 

(b) the brackets and words “(not being an approved superannuation 
fund)"shatl be omitted. 

Amendment of section 32 

7. In section 32 of the Inc<xne-tax Act, in sub-section (1), with effect from the 
1st day of April, 1996, - 

(a) the first proviso shall be omitted; 

(b) in the second proviso, dre word “further" shall be omitted; 

(c) in the third proviso, for the word "also”, the word “further” shall be 
substituted. 

Amiadmeirt of section 33AC 

8 . In section 33AC of the brcome-tax Act, in sub-section (1), for the portion 
beginning with the words “in dre case of an assessee” and ending with the words. 
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brackets and figure “manner laid doum far srd>-sect)on (2)” > the fcA>wbrg shaQ be 
sidrsUtuted with effect from the 1st day of April, 1996, namely:- 

‘ In the case of an assessee, beir^ a Government company QT a public compai^ 
formed and registered in brdia wtdi the main di^t of carrying on the budndlss 
of operation of ships, there shaB, far accordance with and subject to the 
provisions of this section , be aBowed a deduction of an amount not exoeedbrg 
) fifty per cent of profits derived from die business of operation of ships 

(computed under the head “Profits and gains of business or pr(^esslon”and 
before making any deduction under this section), as is debited to the profit and 
loss account of the previous year in respect of which the deduction Is to be 
allowed and credited to a reserve account, to be utilised far the manner laid 
down in sub-section (2):’ 

Amendment of section 35CCA 

9 . In section 35CCA of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (l),wi&i effect from 
the 1st day of April, 1996, - 

(a) in clause (cj, for the word “behalf,”, the words “behalf; or” shall be 
substituted; 

(b) after clause (c), the following clause shall be inserted, namely: - 

(d) to the National Urban Poverty Eradication Fund set up eind notified by 
the Central Government in this behalf,”. 

Amendment of section 36 

10. In section 36 of the Income-tax Act, in sub-sectkxri (1), in clause (viii), 
with effect from the 1st day of April, 19%, - 

(a) for the portion beginning witti the words “industrial or agricultural 
development in India” and ending with the words “such reserve account” , the 
following shall be substituted, namely :- 

‘ industrid or agricultural development or development of infrastructure facility 
in India or by a public company formed and registered in India with the main 
object of carrying on the business of providing long-term finance for construc- 
tion or purchase of houses in India for residential purposes, an amount not 
exce&ling forty percent, of the profits derived from such business of providing 
long-term finance (computed under the head “Profits and gains of business or 
profession” before naking any deduction under fails section carried to such 
reserve account:’ 

(b) in the Explanation, after clause (c), the following clause shall be 
inserted, namely :- 

Yd) “infrastructure facility” shall have the meaning assigned to It fai sedtion 
80-IA.’ 

Amendment ot section dOA 

11. In section 40A of the Income-tax Act, in sub-seetton (3), for the words 
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“ such expenditure shaU not be alicAved as a dedcutton” , the words “twenty per cent 
of such expenditure shall not be allowed as a deduction" ^0 be substlhited with 
effect frcMm the 1st day of April, 1996. 

Amendment of section 43 

12. In section 43 of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (3), for the words 
“business or profession”, the words “but does not include tea bushes or livestock” 
shall be inserted and shall be deemed always to have been inserted with effect frcmn 
the 1st day of April, 1962. 

Amendment of section 44AB 

13. In section 44AB of the Income-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of 
July, 1995,- 

(a) for the words “obtain before", the words "furnish by" shall be 
substituted; 

(b) in the first proviso, the words, figures, and letters “section 44AC or” 
shall be omitted; 

(c) In the second proviso, for the words “obtains before”, the words 
“furnishes by" shall be substituted 

Amendment of section 55 

14. In section 55 of the Income-tax Act, in subsection (2), in clause (aa), with 
effect from the 1st day of April, 1996, - 

(i) for the portion beginning with the words “in a case where” and ending 
with the words, brackets, figures and letter “ sub-clauses (i) arid (ii) of clause (b)” , 
the following shall be substituted, namely:- 

“in a case where, by virtue of holding a capital asset, being a share or any other 
security, within the meaning of clause (h) of section 2 of the Securities 
Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1956 (42 of 1956) (hereafter in this clause 
referred to as the financial asset), the assessee- 

(AJ becomes entitled to subscribe to euiy additional financial asset; or 

(B) is allotted any additional financial asset without any payment, 

then, subject to the provisions of subclauses (I) and (II) of clause (b)”; 

(I) after subclause (iil), the following subclause shall be Inserted, namely. - 

“(ilia) in relation to the financial asset allotted to the assessee without any 
payment and on the basis of holding of any other financial asset, shall be taken 
to be nil in the case of such assessee;" 

|fi«eitioii of new section 80DDA 

15. After section SODD of the Income-tax Act, the following section shall be 
Inserted, with effect from the 1st dajrof April, 1996, namely 
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Deduction In fespect of depoitt made for malnAeiuuiov of handlci^tpwl 
dependant 

’80DDA. (1) In computing tfie total income of an assessee is resident in 
India, being an individual or a Hindu undivided family, toere shall be deducted, in 
accordance with arui sub)«:t to toe provisions of this se<!:tion, an amount not 
exceeding twenty thousand rupees paid or deposited by him in the previous year, 
out of his income chargeable to tax, under any scheme framedln this behalf ty the 
Life insurance Corporatl<m or toe Unit Trust of India subject to toe conditkms 
specified in sub-section (2) and approved by the Board in tois behalf. 

(2) The deduction under sub-section (1) shall be allowed only if toe following 
conditions are fulfilled, namely 

(a) the scheme referred to in sub-section (1) provides for payment of 
annuity or lump sum amount for the benefit of a handicapped dependant in 
the event of the death of the Individual or the member of the Hindu undivided 
family in whose name subscription to the scheme has been made; 

(b) the assessee nominates either toe handicapped dependant or any other 
person or a trust to receive toe payment on his behalf, for the benefit of toe 
handicapped dependzmt. 

(3) If the handicapped dependant predeceases the individual or the member 
of the Hindu undivided family referred to in sub-section (2), an amount equal to the 
amount paid or deposited under sub-section (1) shall be deemed to be the Income 
of the assessee of the previous year in which such amount is received by the 
assessee and shall accordingly be chargeable to tax as toe income of that previous 
year. 

(4) In this section, - 

(a) “Government hospital" shall have the meaning assigned to it in the 
Explanation to section 80DD; 

(b) “handicapped dependant” shall mean a person who - 

(i) is a relative of the Individual or, as the ca.« may be, is a member 
of the Hindu undivided family and is not dejsendant on any person other than 
such individual or Hindu undivided family for his support or maintenance; and 

(ii) is suffering from permanent physical disability (including blind- 
ness) or is subject to mental retardation, being a permanent physical disability 
or mental retardation specified in the rules made by the Board for the purposes 
of section 80DD, which is certified by a physician, a surgeon, an oculist or a 
psychiatrist, as the case may be, woridng in a Government hospital, and which 
has the effect of reducing considerably such person’s capacity for normal work 
or engaging in a gainful employment or occupation; 

fc) “Life Insurance Corporation” shall have toe same meaning as in clause 

(iii) of sub-section (8) of section 88; 
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(d) “Unit Tmst of Indta” means the Unit Tmst India estzMshed under 

the Unit Trust of India Act, 1963 (52 of 1963).’ 

Amendment of eectlon 80G 

16. bi section 80G of the Income-tax Act, - 

(a) in sub-section (1), in clause (i), after the words, brackets, figures aiKl 
letter “sub^use (Uig) or”, the words, brackets, figures and letter “subolause 
(iiih) or” shall be inserted with effect frcxn the 1st day of April, 1996; 

(b) in sub-section (2), in clause (a),- 

(1) after sub-clause (iiig), the fdlowing sub-clause shall be inserted with 
effect from the 1st day of April, 1996, namely 

‘(iiih) any Zila Saksharta Samiti constituted in any district under 
the chairmanship of the Collector of that district for the purposes of 
improvement of primary education in villeiges and towns in such 
district and for literacy and post-literacy activities. 

Explanation.- For the purposes of this sub-clause, “town” means a 
town which has a population not exceeding one lakh according to the last 
preceding census of which the relevant figures have been published before 
the first day of the previous year; or’; 

(il) after sub<dause (vi), the following sub-clause shall be inserted, 

namely: - 

"(via) any corporation referred to in clause (26BB) of section 10; or”; 

(c) in sub-section (4), for the brackets, figures and word “(vi) Euid (vii)”, the 
brackets, figures, letter and word “(vi), (via) and (vii)’ shall be substituted. 

Amendment of secticm 80GGA 

1 7. In section 80GGA of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (2), after clause 
(D), the following clause shall be inserted with effect from the 1st day of April, 
1996, namely:- 

“(e) any sum paid by the assessee in the previous year to the National Urbein 
Poverty Eradication Fund set up and notified by the Central Government for 
the purpose of clause (d) of sub-sectkm (1) of section 35CCA.” 

Amendment of section 8(ttfHE 

18. In section 80HHE of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (1), the proviso 
shall be omitted with effect from the 1st day of April, 1996. 

Amendment ol section 80>1A 

19. In section. 80-IA of the fricome-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of 
April, 1996,- 

.fa) bi sub-section (1 j, for die words and brackets “operation of a ship (such 
business being hereinafter referr^ to as the eligiUe bu^ness)”, the words and 
brackets “operating of a ship or developing, maintaining and operating any 
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infrastructure fex:fllty (such bustaiess being hereitiaf ter leferred to as the digiU 
business}” shall be substituted; 

(b) in sub-section f2}, in dsAise (f u), stfter siAhdause (c), the following sub 
clause sh 2 tli be inserted, liamely:- 

“(d) in die case of rui Industrial undertaking being a small scale industrii 
undertaking, not specified fin sub-clause (b) or in siAvdause (c), it begins ' 
manuf^ture or produce articles or things or to operate its cold storage plan 
at any time during the period beginning on the 1st day of April, 1995 an< 
ending on the 31st day of March, 2000”; 

fc) after sub-section (4), the following sub-section shall be inserted 
namely:- 

“f4A) This section applies to any enterprise carrying on the business c 
developing, maintaining and operating euiy infrastructure facility which fulfill 
. 2 dl the following conditions, namely;- 

(0 the enterprise is owned by a company registered in India or by 
consortium of such companies; 

(If) the enterprise has entered into an agreement with the Centr 
Government or a State Government or a local authority or any othe 
statutory body (or devebping, maintaining and operating a new infr 
structure facility sub^t to the condition that such infrastructure facilit 
shall be transferred to the Central Government, State Government, kx 
authority or such other statutory body, as the case may be , within a peric 
stipulated in the agreement; 

fill} the enterprise starts operating and maintaining the Infrastructur 
facility on or after the 1st day of April 1995". 

(d) in sub-section (5).- 

(I) in clause (I), in sub-clause after the words, brackets zmd lette 
”sub-cbuse (a)", the words, brackets and letter ”or sub-clause (d)” shall ' 
inserted; 

(II) after clause (i), the following clause shall be inserted, namely:- 
“(ia) in the case of an enterprise referred to in 5ul>section (4A), hmdred pi 
cent of the profits and gains derived from such business for the initial fiv 
assessment years and thereafter, ttiirty per cent of such profits and gairu;" 

”(e) in sub-section (6), after clause (iil) die following clause shaO ‘ 
inserted, namely : — 

“(iv) any ten consecutive assessment years falling u4thin a period c 
twdve assessment years beginning with the assessment year in which ai 
assessee begins operating and maintaining ir)frastructure bcility”; 

"(f) in sub-section (12) — 

0) for clause (c), the fdiowing clause shall be substituted, nainely 
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‘{c) “Initial assessment year* — 

(1) in the case of an Industrial undertaking or cold storage plant 
or ship or hotel, means the assessment year relevant to the previous 
year in which ^e Industrial undertaking begins to manufacture or 
produce articles or things, or to operate its cold storage, plant or 
li^ants or the ship Is first brought into use or the business of die hotel 
starts functioning; 

(2) in the case of an enterprise, carrying on the business of 
developing, operating and maintaining any Infrastructure facility, 
means the assessment year specified by the assessee at his option to 
be the initial year, not falling beyond the twelfth assessment year 
starting from the previous year in which the enterprise begins 
operating and maintaining the infrastructure facility'. 

Amendment of section SOL 

20. In section SOL of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (1), in clauses (1) and 
(2), for the words “ten thousand*', the words “thirteen thousand” shall be 
substituted with effect from Ihe 1st day of April, 1996. 

Amendment of aectlon SOU 

21. In section SOU of the Income-tax Act, for the words “twenty thousand 
rupees", the words “forty thousand rupees" shall be substituted, with effect from 
the 1st day of April, 1996. 

.'Amendment of section 88 

22. In section 88 of the Income-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of April, 
1996, - 

OJ sub-section (3) shall be omitted; 

00 in sub-section (7), In clause {0, for the words “contract of Insurance, 
before premiums have been paid for' two years; or”, the following shall be 
substituted, namely:- 

“contract of insurance, - 

{a) in case of any single premium policy, within two years after the date 
of commencement of insurance, or 

(b) in any other case, before premiums have been paid for two year-, or”. 

Amendment of section 112 

23. In section 1 12 of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (1), widi effect from 
the 1st day of April, 1996. - 

0) the proviso at the end of clause (t^ shall be <»nltted; 

flO the Explanation , at the end, shall be omitted. 

I nserti on of new s e cti o n 113 

24. After section 112 of the income-tax Act, the following section shall be 

ir - "i ' Hth “ "t frrvn tt 1 «t H r»f .1r‘ f 1 996 p T ' » - 
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“113. The total undisclosed Income for the block period, determined 
under section 158BC, shall be chargeable to tax at the rate of sixty per cent.” 

Amendmmt of aaction 115K 

25. In section 1 15K of the Income-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of 
April, 1996,-- 

(a) for the words “forty-two thousand rupees”, wherever they occur, the 
words “forty-seven diousand rupees” shall be substituted; 

I'blforthewords “five lakh rupees”, at both the places where they occur, the 
words “six lakh rupees" shall be substituted. 

" Amendment of section 132 

26. In section 132, in sub-section (5), after the words, brackets, figure and 
letter “or sub-section (lA)”, the words, figures and letters “as a result of a search 
initiated or requisition made before the 1st day of July, 1995, “shall be inserted 
with effect from the 1st day of July, 1995'. 

Amendment of section 133 

27. In section 133 of the Income-tax Act, in clause (6), with effect from the 
Istdayof July, 1995,- 

fa) after the words “will be useful for, or relevant to, any”, the words 
"inquiry or" shall be inserted; and 

(b) after the proviso, the following proviso shall be inserted, namely:- 

“Provlded further diat the power in respect of an Inquiry, in a case where 
no proceeding is pending, shall not be exercised by any income-tax audiority 
below the rank of Director or Commlssiorrer without the prior approval of the 
Director or, as the case may be, the Commissioner." 

Amendment of section 133A 

28. bisection ISSAofthebicome-taxAct, with effect from the 1st day of July, 
1995,- 

(a) in sub-section (1), - 

fi) in clause (b), the word “or” shall be inserted at the end; 

(II) after clause (b), the following clause shall be inserted, namely:- 

“(c) any place in respect of which he is authorised for the purposes of 
this section ^ such income-tax autivxity, who is assigned the area within 
which such place is situat^l or who exercises }urlsdicik>n in respect of any 
person occupying sudi place,” 

fb) In the Explanation oo^irring at the erxl, in clause (p) for the words “a 
Deputy Commissioner”, the words “a Commissioner, a Depu^ Commis- 
sioner, a Director, a D^uty EMrector,” shall be substituted. 
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AnMiMlmciit at Mclion 139 

29. bi section 139 of the Income-hDi Act, with effect from.the Istdayof Jul^, 
1996,- 

(a) In sub-section (6A),- 

the words, brackets and figures “sub-sections fl) and fS) of” shall 
be omitted; 

(i I) for the words, figures and letters “obtained under section ddAB” , 
words, figures arKi letters “referred to in section 44^, or, where the 
report has been furnished prior to the furnishing of the return, a copy of 
such report together wtdi proof of fumiditng die report” shall be 
substituted; 

(b) In subsection (9), in die Explanation, for clause (bb), the fdlowlng 
clause shall be substituted, namely : - 

“(bb) the return is accompanied by the report of the audit referred to in 
section 44AB, or, where the report has been furnished prior to the furnishing 
of the return, by a copy of such report together with proof of furnishing the 
report;” 

Ssdwdlution of new section for section 139A. 

30. For section 139A of the Inccane-tax Act, the following section shall be 
substituted with effect from the 1st day of July, 1995, namely:- 

Permanent account number 

‘ 139A. (1) Every person, - 

(I) if his total Income or the total income of any other person in respect 
of which he is assessable under this Act during any previous year exceeded 
the maximum amount which Is not chargeable to income-tax; or 

(I I) carrying on any business of profession whose total sales, turnover 
or gross receipts are or is likely to exceed fifty thousand rupees In any 
previous year; or 

(III) who is required to furnish a return of income under sub-section 
(4A) of section 139, 

and who has not been alkrtted a permanent account number shall, within such 
time, as may be prescribed, apply to the Assessing Officer for the allotment of a 
permanent accomt number. 

(^ The Assessing Officer may also aOot to any other person by whom tax is 
payable, a"|)ermanent account number. 

(3) Any person, not falling under sub-section (1) or sub-section (2), may apply 
to the Assessing Officer for the allotment of a permanent account number and, 
diereupon, dre Assessing OfflcerliFial] aOot a permanent account number to such 
person forfowith. 
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(4>I^the purpose erf aBc^mant of permanetrtzKcouttnumbersiinderttie new - 
series, the Board may, by notification in ttie Official Gaiette, spedfy the dUto from 
vA^ich tfie persems referred to in sub-sections (1} and (2) and other persons who 
have been allotted permanent account numbers and residing in a place to be 
specified in sudi notification, diall, widibi such time as may be spelled, appH^ to 
theAssessing Officer for the allotment of a permanent account number under the 
new series and upon allotment of sudi permanent euxount number to a person, 
the permanent account number, if any allotted to him eariier shall cease to have 
effect: 

Provided that die persons to whom peniument account number under the new 
series has already been allotted shall not apply for such number again. 

(5) Every person shall- 

(a) quote such number in alt his returns to, or correspondence widi, any 
income-tax authority; 

(b) quote such number In ail challans for the payment of any sum due under 
this Act; 

(c) quote such number in all documents pertaining to such transactions as 
may be prescribed by the Board in the interests of the revenue, and entered 
into by him: 

Provided that the Board may prescribe different dates for different transactions 
or class of transactions or for different dass of persons; 

(d) Intimate the Assessing Officer any change in his address or in die name 
and nature of his business on the basis of which the permanent account 
number was allotted to him. 

(6) Every person receiving any document relating to a transaction prescribed 
under clause (c) of sub-section (5) shall ensure that the permanent account number 
has been duly quoted in the document. 

(7) No person urfio has already been albtted a permanent account number 
under the new series shall apply, obtain or possess another permeuient account 
number. 

(8) The Board may make rules providing for- 

(a) the form and the manner in which an application may be m 2 Kle for the 
allotment of a permanent account number and the particulars which such 
application shall contain; 

(b) the categories of transactions in relation to which permanent account 
numbers shall be quoted by every person In the documents pertaining to such 
transactions; 

(c) the categories of documents pertaining to business or profession tn 
which such numbers shall be quoted by every person. 

Explanation. -For the purposes of this section, - 
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(a) “Assessing Officer” includes an income-tax authority who is affidgnf d 
the duty oi allotting permanent account numbers; 

(b) “permanent account number” means a number u^ich flie Assesdng 
Officer may aUot to any person for the purpose of identification and iiKkides 
a permanent account number allotied under the new series; 

(c) “permanent account number under the new series” means permanent 
account number having ten 2 klphanumeric cheiracters ard issued in the form 
of a laminated card.' 

Substitution of new section for section 145 

31. For section 145 of the Income-tax Act, the following sections shall be 
substituted with effect from ihe 1st day of April, 1997, nauncly:- 

Method of accounting 

‘ 145 (1) Income chargeable under the head “Profits zuid gains of business or 
profession” or “Income from other sources” shall, subject to the provisions of sub- 
section (2), be computed in accordance with either cash or merezmtile system of 
accounting regularly empbyed by the assessee. 

(2) The Central Government may notify in the Official Gazette from time to 
time accounting standards to be followed by ciny class of assessees or in respect 
of any class of ln.come. 

(3) Where the Assessing Officer is not satisfied abut the correctness or 
completeness of the accounts of the assessee, or w^ere the method of accounting 
provided in sub-section (1) or accounting standards as notified under subsection 
(2), have not regularly followed by the assessee, the Assessing Officer may make 
an assessment in the manner provided in section 144’. - 

Inseition of new Chapter XIV-B 

32. In the Income-tax Act, after Chapter XIV-A, the following Chapter shall 
be inserted with effect from the 1st day of July, 1995, namely:- 

‘CHAPTERXIV-B 

SPECIAL PROCEDURE FOR ASSESSMENT OF SEARCH CASES 
Definitions 

158B. In this Chapter, unless the context otherwise requires,- 

(a) “block period" means the period of ten previous years preceding the 
previous year in which the search was conducted under section 132 or any 
requisition was made under section 132A, and Includes, in the previous year 
in which such search was cpnducted or r^uisitlon made, the period up to the 
date of theeommencem^t of such search or, as the case may be, the date of 
such requisition; 

-\rj , i'"' 

iit>) “^undisclosed income” ItKludes any money, bdlion. Jewellery at odter 
valuable article or thing or any Incon^ based on any entry in the books of 
account or other documents or transactions, where such money, buflkMi, 
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jewellery, x^uable article, thing, entry in the books of account or c^her 
documentor transaction represents whdly or partly income or property which 
has not been or would not have been disdosed for dne purposesof this Act. 

j 

Assessment of undisclosed income as a result of seaucch 

158BA. fi^Notwlthstanding anything contained in any odierprovisionsof this 
Act, where after the 30th June, 1995 a search is Initiated under section 132 or 
books of account, other documents or any assets are requisitioned under section 
1 32A In the case of any person, then , the Assessing Officer shall proceed to assess 
the undisclosed Income in accordance with the provisions of dils Qhaptcr. 

(2) The total undisclosed income relating to the block period shall be charged 
to tax, at the rate specified in section 113, as income of the block period 

' irrespective of the previous year or years to which such income relates and 
irrespective of the fact whether regular assessment for any one or more of the 
relevant assessment years is pending or not. 

(3) Where the assessee proves to the satisfaction of the Assessing Officer tiiat - 
any part of income referred to in sub-section (1) relates to an assessment year for 
which the previous year has not ended or the date of filing the return of income 
under sub-section (1) of section 139 for any previous year has not expired, and 

I such income or the transactions relating to such income are recorded on or before 
I the date of the search or requisition in the books of account or other documents 
maintained in the normal course relating to such previous years, the said income 
, shall not be included in the block period. 

Computation of undisclosed income of the block period 

158BB. (i jThe undisclosed income of the block period shall be the aggregated 
of the total Income of the previous years falling within the Hock period computed, 
in accordance with the provisions of Chapter IV, on the bzisls of evidence found 
as a result of search or requisition of books of account or documents and such other 
materials or information as are available »^th Assessing Officer, as reduced by the 
^Sgregate of the total income, or as the case may be, as increased by the aggregate 
‘ of the losses of such prevloiis years, determined,- 

(a) where assessments under section 143 or section 144 or section 147 
have been concluded, on the basis of such assessments; 

(b) where returns of Income have been filed under section 1 39 or section 
147 but assessments have not been made till the date of search or requisition, 
on the basis of the income disclosed in such returns; 

(c) where the due date for filing a reium of income has expired but no 

return of income has been filed, as nil; i 

(d) where the previous year has not ended or tite date of filing the return 
of inc<xne under sub-s^tion (1) of section 139 has not expired, on the basis 
af entries relating to such income or transactions as recorded in the books of 
account and other documents maintained in the normal course on or before 
the date of the search or requisition relating to such previous years; 
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(e) where any order of settlement has been made under sub-section (4) of 
section 245D, on the basis of such order; 

(/) u^ere an assessment of undiscbsed income had been made earlier 
under clause (c) of sectton 158BC, on the basis of such assessment. 

Explanation. — For the punaoses of determination of undisclosed in- 
come, — 

(a) the total Income or loss of each previous year ^all, for the purpose of 
aggregation, be taken as the total income or loss computed In accordance with 
the provisipns of Chapter IV without giving effect to set off of brought forward 
losses under Chapter VI or unabsorbed depreciation under sub-section (2) of 
section 32; 

(b) of a firm, or its partners, the method of computation of undisclosed 
Income and its allocation to the partners shall be in accordeince with the 
method adopted for determining the assessed Income or returned Income for 
each of the previous year falling within the block period; 

(c) assessment under section 143 includes determirration of Income under 
sub-section (1) or sub-section (IB) of section 143. 

(2) In computing the undisclosed income of the block period, the provisions 
of sections 68 , 69 , 69 A , 6 9B and 69C shcdl, so far as may be , apply and references 
to "financial year" In those sections shall be construed as references to the relevant 
previous year falling in the block period including the previous year ending with the 
date of search of the requisition. 

(3) The burden of proving to the satisfaction of the Assessing Officer that any 
undisclosed Income had already been disclosed in any return of income filed by 
the assessee before the commencement of search or of the requisition, as the case 
may be, shall be on the assessee. 

(4) For the purpose of assessment upder this Chapter, losses brought forward 
from the previous year under Chapter VI or unabsorbed depreciation under sub- 
section (2) of section 32 shall not be set off against the undisclosed income 
determined in the block assessment under this Chapter, but may be carried forward 
for being set off in the regular assessments. 

Ptocadure for block assessment 

158BC. Where any search has been conducted under section 132 or books 
of account, other documents or assets are requisitioned under section 1 32A, in the 
case of any person, then, — 

(a) the Assessing Officer shall serve a notice to such person requiring him 
to furnish, within such time, not being less than fifteen days, as may be 
si^ified irrthe notice , a return in tiic prescribed form and verified in the same 
ijnSBiner as a return under clause (i) of sub-section (1) of section 142, setting 
forth his total Income Including tiie undisclosed income for the block period: 
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Provided tiiat no notice under section 148 is required to be issued for the 
purposes of proceeding under this Chapter; 

(bj the Assessing Officer shall proceed to detennine undiscbsed inoxne 
of the block period in tfie manner laid flown in section 158BB and the 
provisions of section 142, sub-sections (2) and (3) of section 143 and section 
144 shall, so far as may be, apply; 

(c) the Assessing Officer, on determination of the undisclosed income of 
the Hock period in accordance with this Chapter, shall pass an order of 
assessment and determine the tax payaHe by him on the basis of such 
assessment; 

(d) the assets seized under section 132 or requisitioned under section 
132A shall be retained to the extent necessary and the provisions of section 
132B shall apply subject to such modifications as may be necessary and the 
references to “regular assessment” or “reassessment” in section 132B shall 
be construed as references to "block assessment”. 

Undisclosed income of any other persmi 

158BD. Where the Assessing Officer is satisfied that any undisclosed income 
belongs to any person, other than the person with respect to whom search was 
made under section 132 or whose books of account or other documents or any 
assets were requisitioned shall be handed over to the Assessing Officer having 
jurisdiction over such other person and that Assessing Officer shall proceed against 
such other person and the provisions of this Chapter shall apply accordingly. 

Time limit for completion of block assessment 

158BE. (IJThe order under secUon 158BC shall be passed within one year 
from the end of the month in which the last of the authorisations for search under 
section 132 or for requisition under section 132A, as the case may be, in the case 
of an assessee, was executed. 

(2) The period of limitation for completion of block assessment in the case of 
the other person referred to in section 158BD shall be one year from the end of 
the month in which the notice under this Chapter was served on such other person . 

Certain interests and penalties not to be levied or imposed 

1 58BF. No Interest under the proviaons of sections 234A, 234B or 234C or 
penalty under the provisions of clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section 27 1 or section 
27 1 A or section 27 IB shall be levied or imposed upon the assessee in respect of 
^ the undisclosed income determined in the block assessment. 

Authority competent to make the block assessment 

158BG. The order of assessment for the blod< period shzdt be passed by an 
Assessing Officer not below the rank of an Assistcint Commissioner; 

Provided that no such order shall be passed without the previous approval of 
the Commissioner. 
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^plkation of other provisions of tMs Act 

158BH. Save as otl^rwise provided in tiiis Chapter, all other provisions of this 
Act shall api^y ■■') assessmait made under this Chapter 

Amendment of section 194A 

33. In section 194A of the Income-tax Act, sub-section (3), with effect from 
the 1st day of July, 1995,- 

(a) in clause (i), the following proviso shall be inserted at the end, namely- 
‘Provided that in respect of the income credited or paid In respect of time 

deposits with a banking company to which the Banking Regulation Act , 1 949 
(10 to 1949), applies (including any bank or banking Institution referred to in 
section 51 of that Act) or with a co-operative society engaged in carrying on 
the business of banking, the provisions of this clause shall have effect as if for 
the words “two thousand five hundred rupees", the words “ten thousand 
rupees” had been substituted and the aforesaid amount shall be computed with 
reference to the income credited or fiaid by a branch of the banking company 
or the co-operative society, as the case may be;, 

(b) for clause (vli), the following clauses shall be substituted, namely ;- 

"(vll) to such income credited or paid in respect of deposits (other than 
time deposits made on or after the 1st day of July, 1995) with a banking 
company to which the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), applies 
(including any bank or banking institution referred to in section 5 1 of that Act); 

(vHa) to such income credited or paid in respect of,- 

(a) deposits with a primary agricultural credit society or a primary 
credit society ora cooperative land mortgage bank or a co-opera live land 
.development bank; 

(b) deposits (other them time deposits made on or after the 1st day of 
July, 1995) with a co-operative society, other than acooperatlve society 
or bank referred to in sub-clause (a), engaged in carrying on the business 
of banking;" 

(c) the following Explanation shall be inserted at the end, namely 

Explanation. -For the purposes of clauses (i), full) and (uiia), “time 
deposits” means deposits (excluding recurring deposits) repayable on 
the expiry of fixed periods.’ 

Amendment of section 194C 

34.1n section 194C of the Income-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of July, 
1995,- 

(I) in sub^seetlon (1),- 

(a) lii clause f I j, for tiie words and figures “University Grants Commis- 
sion Act, 1956 (3 ori956)", the words and figures “University Grants 
Commission Act, 1956 (3 of 1956) ; or” shall be substituted; 
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(b) ahet dause (I), the ifoOowlng clause shafl be bisertad, nattndy;- 

“0^ any firm," , 

‘(c) for the words "deduct an amount equsd to two per cent of such sum 
as Income-tax on income ccxnprised therein" the foBowing dial! be substitute 
namely ; — 

“deucte an amount equal to — 

(0 one per cent in case of advertising, 

(ii) in any other case two per cent of such sum as fncome-tax on 
income comprised therein”. 

00 below sub-section (2), after Explanation II, the foDowtog Explanation 
shall be inserted namely :- 

‘Explanation III. -For the purposes of this section, the expression 
“work” shall also include- 

fa) advertising; 

(b) broadcasting and telecasting including production of pro- 
grammes for such broadcasting or telecasting; 

(c) carriage of goods and passengers by any mode of transport 
other than by railways; 

(d) catering’ 

Oil) in sub-section (3), in clause (i), for the words "ten thousand rupees”, 
the words “twenty thousand rupees" shall be substituted. 

Amendment of section 194>I 

35. In section 194-1 of the Income-tax Act, in the opening portion, for the 
words "deduct income-tax thereon at the rate of twenty per cent", the following 
shall be substituted with effect from the 1st day of July, 1995, namely;- 

“deduct income-tax thereon at the rate of- 

(a) fifteen per cent if the payee is an individual or a Hindu undivided 
feumily; and 

(b) twenty per cent In other cases". 

Insertion of new sections 194J and 194K 

36. After section 194-1 of the Income-tax Act, the foDowlng sections sh<iU be 
inserted with effect from the 1st day of July, 1995, namely.- 

Fees for professkmal or technical servkxs 

‘194J. (1) Any person, not being an individual or a Hindu urxlivlded 
family, who is respxxisible for paying to a resident any sum by way of- 

(a) fees for pn^essioncB services, or 

(b) fees for technical services. 
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shall, at the time of credit of such sum to the account of the payee or at the 
time of payment thereof in cash or by issue of a cheque or draft or by any other 
mode, whichever is earlier, deduct an amount equal to five per cent of such 
« sum as income-tax on Income comprised therein: 

Provided that no deduction shaJI be made under this section- 

(A) from any sums as aforesaid credited or paid before the 1st day of July, 
1995; or 

(B) where the amount of such sum or, as the case may be, the aggregate 
of the amounts of such sums credited or paid or likely to be credited or paid 
during the financial year by the aforesaid person to the account of, or to, the 
payee, does not exceed- 

(0 twenty thousand rupees, in the case of fees for professional services 

referred to in clause {a), or 

(ll) twenty thousand rupees, in the case of fees for technical services 

referred to in clause (b) 

(2) Where the Assessing Officer is satisfied that the total income of any 
person in receipt of the sum referred to in sub-section (1) justifies the deduction 
of income-tax at any lower rate or no deduction of income-tax, as the case may 
be, the Assessing Officer shall, on an application made by that jserson in this 
behalf, give to him such certificate as may be appropriate. 

(3) Where any such certificate is given, the person responsible for paying 
the sum referred to in sub-section (1) shall, until such certificate is cancelled by 
the Assessing Officer, deduct income-tax at the rates specified in such 
certificate or deduct no tax, as the case may be. 

Explanation. -For the purposes of this scction,- 

fa) “professional services" means services rendered by a person in the, 
course of carrying on legal, medical, engineering or architectural profession 
or the profession of accountancy or technical consultancy or Interior decora- 
tion or advertising or such other profession as is notified by the Board for the 
purposes of section 44AA or of this section; 

/b) “fees for technical services” shall have the same meaning as in 
Explanation 2 to clause (vll) of sub-section (1) of section 9; 

(c) vrtiere any sum referred to in sub-section (l)is credited to any account, 
whether called “Suspense account" or by any other name, in the books of 
account of the person liable to pay such sum, such crediting shdl be deemed 
to be credit of such sum to the account of the payee arrd the provisions of this 
section shall apply erccordingly. 

Inodme in raspeci of units. 

194K. (1) Where any income is payable to a resident in respect of imits 
of a Mutual Fund specified under clause (23D) of section 1 0 or of die Unit T rust 



19951 NOTIFK:ATIONS.CBlCULAR$&SCHEN£SErC 51 

of India the person responstbie for nnaking the payment shaB, at the time of 
credit of such income to die account the payee or at the tinw of payment 
thereof in cash or by issue of a cheque or draf t or by ar^ other mode, whichever 
is earlier, deduct income-tax thereon at the rate of ,- 

(a) twenty per cent, if the payee is a company, and 

(b) fifteen per cent in the case of other payees. 

(2) The provisions of sub-section (1) diall not api^- 

(i) where the amount of such income or, as the case may be, the aggregate 
of the amounts of such income credited or paid or likely to be credited or paid 
during the financial year by the person responsible for making the pz^mnent 
to the account of, or to, the payee does not exceed ten thousand rupees: 

Provided that the c t: ount of ten thousand rupees d^ffbe computed with 
reference to the income credited or paid,- 

(a) in respect of a branch office of the Mutual Fund or of die Unit Trust 
of India, as the case may be, and 

(b) under a particular scheme under which the units have been Issued; 
00 to such Income credited or paid before the 1st day of July, 1995; 

OlO to such income credited or paid in respect of units issued under such 
scheme already in operation of the Mutual Fund or of the Unit Trust of India, 
as the Central Government may, notification in the Official Gazette, specify 
in this behalf having regard to the plan of payment of income thereunder to 
the unit-holders; and 

Ou) to such Income credited or paid in respiect of units issued under any 
scheme of the Unit T rust of India to zmy Institution or fund where such income 
is not liable to inclusion in its totd Income under the pjrovislons of sections 1 1 
and 12 or clause (22) or clause (22A} or clause (23) or clause (23AA) or clause 
(23C) of section 10. 

Explanation. -For the purpxjses of this scction,- 

(a) “Unit Trust of India" means the Unit Trust of India Act, 1963 (52 
of 1963); 

(b) where any income as aforesaid is credited to any account, whether 
called "Suqiense account" or by any other name, tai the books of account 
of the pierson liable to piay such income, such crediting shall be deemed 
to be credit of such income to the account of the piayee and the providons 
of this section shall appdy accordingly." 

Siibethiition of new eection for eectlon 196A 

37. For section 196A of the Income-tax Act, the folowlng seCtloA Ihil be 
substituted with effect from the 1st day July, 1995, namely:- 

Income in respect of units of non-re rt dents 

‘ 1 96A . (1 ) Any pierson responsible for paying to a non-resident, not being 
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a compaoiy, orto a foreign company, any lrKX>rne in respect of tinlts of a Mutual 
Fund specified under clause (23D) of section 10 or of the Unit Trust of India 
shall, at the time of credit of such Income to the account of the payee or at the 
time of payment thereof in cadi or by the issue of a cheque or draft or by any 
other mode, whichever is earlier, deduct income-tax thereon at the rate of 
twenty per cent. 

{2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1), no deduction 
of tax shall be made from any income payable in respect of units of the Unit 
Trust of India to a non-resident Indian or a non-resident Hindu undivided 
family, where the units have been acquired from the Unit Trust of India oi i! of 
the funds in a Non-resident (External) Account maintained with any bank in 
India or by remittance of funds in foreign currency, in accordance, in either 
case, with the provisions of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1973 (46 
of 1973), and the rules made thereunder. 

Explanation. -For the purposes of this section- 

fa) "foreign currency” shall have the meaning assigned to it in the 
Foreign Exchange regulation Act, 1973 (46 of 1973); 

(b) “non-resident Indirn" shall have the meaning assigned to it in 
clause (e) of section 1 15C; 

(c) “Unit Trust of India" means the Unit Trust of India established 
under the Unit Trust of India Act, 1963 (52 of 1963); 

(d) where any income as aforesaid is cred'ted to any account, whether 
called “Suspense account" or by any other name, in the books of account 
of the person liable to pay such income, such crediting shall be deemed 
to be credit of such income to the account of the payee and the provisions 
of this section shall apply accordingly. ' 

Amendment of section 197 

38. In section 197 of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section fJj.^fter the figures 
and letter “ 194-1" , the figures and letter.", 194K” shall be insert^ with effect from 
the 1st day of July, 1995. 

Amendment of section 197A 

39. In section 1 97A of the lncc»Tie-tax Act, for sub-section fl A), the following 
sub-section shall be substituted with effect from the 1 st day of July, 1995, namely : - 

YIA) Notwithstanding anything contained in section 194A or section 
194K, no deduction of tax shall be made under either of the said sections In 
the case of a person (not being a company or a firm!, if such person furnishes 
to the person responsible for p}aylng any income of tiie nature referred to in 
section 194A pr section 194K, as the case may be, a declaration in writing 
In dup>Ucate in the prescrlbedlbrm and verified in the prescribed manner to the 
effect that the tax on his estimated total income of the previous year in which 
such irurome is to be included In computing his total income be nil. * 
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A mendm ent of »cction« 198 to 200 and 202 to 205 

40. In sections 198, 199, 200, 202, 203, 203A, 204 and 205 of the inconne' 
tax Act, after die word, figures and letter "section 194-1,” the words, figures artd 
letters "section 194J, section 194K,'’shaii be inserted with effect from the Istday 
of July, 1995. 

Amendment of section 230A 

4 1. In section 230A of the Incomc-tarx Act, in sub-section (1), for the words 
"two lakh rupeess", the words "five lakh rupees" shall be substituted with effect 
from the 1st day of July, 1995. 

Amendment of section 234B 

42. In section 234B of the Income-tax Act,- 

(I) in sub-section (1 ), for the words “or regular assessment on an amount”, 
the words "and where a regular assesanent is made , to the date of such regular 
assessment, on an amount” shall be substituted and shall be deemed always 
to have been substituted with effect from the 1st day of April, 1989. 

(il) in sub-section (3), for the words, brackets and figure “or regular 
assessment referred to in sub-section fj), “the words, brackets and figure” and 
where a regular assessment is made as is referred to in sub-section fl )following 
the date of such regular assessment" shall be substituted and shall be 
deemed always to have been substituted with effect from the 1st day of April 
1989. 

Amendment of section 245C 

43. In section 245C of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (1), in the proviso, 
in clause (b), for the words “fifty thousand rupees”, the words “one hundred 
thousand rupees" shall be substituted with effect from the Ist day of July, 1995. 

Amendment of section 245D 

44. In section 245D of the Income-tax Act, in sub-section (1), for the second 
proviso, the following pro\Aso shall be substituted wi'h effect from the 1st day of 
July, 1995, namely 

“Provided further diat the Commissioner shall fumi?' . the report within a 
period Pf forty-five days of the receipt of communication from the Settlement 
Commission in case of all applications made under section 245C on or after 
the 1st day of July, 1995 and If the-CcMTimissioner faMs to furnish the report 
within the said period, the Settlement Ccxiunissi >n may make the order 
without such report.” 

Amendment of section 253 

45. In section 253 of Income-tznc Act, with effect from the 1st day of July, 

1995.: 

(0 in sub-section (1 after dause (a}, the following dause shall belnserted , 
namely:- 
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‘YbjanorderpassedfayanAssesslngOfflcerunderclausefcjof section 
158BC; or"; 

(11) in sub*section (3), the following proviso shall be inserted at the end, 
namely:- 

‘ Provided that in respect of zuny appeal under clause (b) of sub-section 
(1), this sub-section shall have effect as if for the words “sixty days”, the 
words “thirty days” had been substituted.' 

Amendment of section 269UC 

46. In section 269UC of the Income-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of 
July, 1995- 

(1) in sub-section (1), for the words “no transfer of any Immovable property of 
such value exceeding five lakh rupees as may be prescribed”, the words “no 
transfer of any Immovable property in such area and of such value exceeding five 
lakh rupees, as may be prescribed”, shall be substituted, - 

00 after sub-section (3), the following sub-section shall be inserted, namely 

“(4) Where it Is found that the statement referred to in sub-section (2) is 
defective, tiie appropriate authority may Intimate the defect to the parties 
concerned and give them an opportunity to rectify the defect within a period 
of fifteen days from the date of such inJimation or within such further period 
which, on an application made in this behalf, the appropriate authority may, 
in its discretion, allow and if the defect is not rectified within the said period 
of fifteen days or,- as the case may be, the further period so allowed, then, 
notwithstanding anything contained in any other provision of this Chapter, the 
statement shall be deemed never to have been furnished.” 

Amendment of section 269UD 

47. In section 269UD of the Income-tax Act, with effect from the 1st day of 
July, 1995, in sub-section (1), after the second proviso, the following proviso shall 
be inserted, namely : - 

“Prowded also that the period of limitation referred to in the second 
proviso shall be reckoned, where any defect as referred to in sub-section (4) 
of section 269UC has been intimated, with reference to the dat,c of receipt of 
the rectified statement by the appropriate authority.” 

Amendment of section 27 IB 

48. In section 27 1 B of the Income-tax Act, for the words, figures, letters and 
brackets “obtain a report of such audit as required urxler section 44AB or furnish 
the said ztlong with the rehim of his income filed under sub-section (1) of section 
139, or along with the return of income furnished in re^ionse to a notice under 
clause (0 of siib-section (1} of section 142,” the words, figures andlettera “furnish 
a report of such audit as required iii3er section 44AB” shall be substituted with 
effect from the 1st day of Jdy, 1995. 
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Amendment of section 293A 

49. In section 293A of the Incon^tzx Act,- 

(a) In sub-sectkxi ri j, after the words “or In regard to the whole or any part 
of the Income of such class oi persons”, dw following words shall be insert^ 
and shall be deemed always to have been Inserted with effect from dte 1st day 
of April, 1993, namcly:- 

“or In regard to the status in which such class of persons or the members 
thereof are to be assessed on their irtcome from^the business referred to in 
clause (a) of sub-section (2): 

Provided that the rvotification for modification in re^^ect of the status may 
be given effect from an assessment year beginning on or after the 1st day of 
April, 1993"; 

fb) for Explanation occurring at the end, the following Explanation shall 
be substituted and shall be deemed always tohave been substituted with effect 
from the 1st day of April, 1993, nairtely 

‘Explanation - For the purposes of this section, - 

{a} “mineral oil” includes petroleum and natural gas; 

fb) “status" means the category under which the assessee Is assessed 

as “Individual", “Hindmindivtded family" and soon.’ 
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THE FIRST SCHE^J|i^,; 
(SccSccUoni) 
PART 1 
INCOME-TAX 



Paragraph A 
Sub-Paragraph / 

In the case of every individual or Hindu undivided family or association of 
persons or body of Individuals, whether incorporated (W not, or every artificial 
juridical person referred to in sub-clause (oil) of clause (3J) of section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act, not being a case to which Sub-Paragr^ 11 of this Paragraph 
or any other Paragraph of this Part applies, — 

Rates of Income-tax 


(1) where the total income does not 
exceed Rs. 35,000 

(2) where the total Income exceeds 
Rs. 35,000 but does not exceed 
Rs. 60,000 

(3) where the total income exceeds 
Rs. 60,000 but does not exceed 
Rs, 1,20,000 


Nil; 

20 per cent of the amount by which 
the total income exceeds Rs. 35,000; 

Rs. 5,000 plus 30 per cent of the 
amount by which the total Income 
exceeds Rs. 60,000; 


(4) where the total income exceeds 
Rs. 1,20,000 


Rs. 23,000 plus 40 per cent of the 
amount by which the total income 
exceeds Rs. 1,20,000, 


Sub-Paragraph 11 

In the case of every Hindu undivided family which at any time during the 
previous year has at least one member whose total Income of the previous 
year relevant to the assessment year commeniclng on the 1st day of April , 1 995 
exceeds Rs. 35,000, — 

Rates of Income-tax 


(1) where the total income does not 
exceed Rs. 18,000 

(2) where the total Income exceeds 
Rs. 18,000 but does not exceed 
Rs. 1,00,000 

(3) where the total income exceeds 
Rs. 1,00,000 


Nil; 

30 per cent of the amount by which 
the total income exceeds Rs. 18,000; 

Rs. 24,600 plus 40 per cent of the 
amount by which the total income 
exceeds Rs. 1,00,000. 


PaT^raph B 

In tile case of every co-operative society, — 
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Rotes o/ income-tax 


( 1 ) where the total income not 

exceed Rs- - 

( 2 ) where the h»tal -tiKome eso^ecte 
Rs 10,OCK) btit does not tiicoe^ 

Bs. 20,000 

4 

(S) where the total Income exceeds 
Rs. 20,000 


10 per cent of the total income; 

Rs. 1,000 plus 20 per cent of the 
amount bjf which the total income 
exceeds Rs. 10,000, 

Rs. 3,000 plus 35 per cent of the 
amount by which frje total income 
exceeds Rs. 20,000. 


Paragraph C 

In the case of every firm,— 

Rate oi Income-tax 

On the whole of the total income 40 per cent. 


Paragraph D 

in the case of every local authority, — 

Rate of income-tax 

On the whole of the total Income 30 per cent. 


Paragraph E 

In the case of a company, — 

Rates of income-tax 

1. In the case of a domestic company, 40 per cent of the total income; 
I 11. In the case of a company other than a domestic 
company, — 

(f) on so much of the total Income as consists of — 

(a) royalties received from Government or an 
Indian concern in pursuance of an agreement 
made by It with the Government or the Indian 

■ I concern after the 31st day of March, 1961 but 
before the 1st day of April, 1976, or 

(b) fees for rendering technical services received 
from Government or an Indian concern in pursu- 
ance of an agreement made by it with ttie Gov- 
ernment or the Indian concern after the 29th day 
of February, 1964 but before the Istday of April, 

1976, 

where such agreement has, in either case, 

' been approved by the Central Government 


50 per cent; 
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(M) on the balance, if any, of the total Income 55 per cent 

Surcharge on Income-tax 

The amount of income-tax computed in accordance with the pitA^ions 
of this Paragraph or section 112 shall. In the case of eveiy domestic company 
having a total income exceeding seventy-five thousand rupees, be increased 
by a surcharge calculated at the rate of fifteen per cent of such income-tax. 

PART II 

RATES FOR DEDUCTION OF TAX AT SOURCE IN CERTAIN CASES 
In every case in which under the provisions of sections 193, 194, 194A, 
194B, 194BB, 1940 and 195 of the IiKome-tax Act, tax is to be deducted 
at the rates in force, deduction shall be made from the income subject to 
deduction at the follovdng rates : — 

1. In the case of a person odier than a company — Rate o/ income-tax 

(a) where the person is resident in India — 

(i) on income by way of interest other than 

“Interest on securities" 

({/) on income by way of winnings from 
lotteries and crossword puzzles 
(III) on income by way of winnings from horse 
races 

(iu) on income by way of insurance commission 
(u) on income Iv of interest payable on — 

(A) any security of the Central or a State 
Government; 

(B) any debentures or other securities for money 
issued by or on bduilf of any local authority or 
a corporation established by a Central, State or 
Provincial Act; 

(Q any debentures Issued by a company \vhere 
such debentures are listed on a recognised stock 
exchange in India in accordance with the 
Securities Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1956 
and any rules made thereunder; 

(ui) on any other income 20 per cent; 

(b) where the person is not resident in India — 

(0 in the case of a non-resident Indian — 

(A) on Investment income and long-term 

capital gains 20 per cent; 

(B) on income by way of dividends and 
interest payable by Government or an Indian 
concern on moneys borrowed or debt irK:urred 
by Government or tl^ Indian concern in 

foreign currency 20 per cent; 

(C) on Income bjrway of winnings from 

lotteries and crossword puzzles 40 per cent; 


10 per cent; 

40 per cent; 

40 per cent; 
10 per cent; 
10 per cent; 
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Rate of Income-tax 

(O) 

on income by way of winnings from 



horse races 

40 per cent; 

(E) 

on the whole of other income 

irx:(xne-tax at 30 per 


* 

cent of the amount 
of income 
or 


income-tax in respect 
of the income at the 
rates prescribed in Sub- 
Paragraph I of Para- 
graph A of Part in of 
this Schedule, if such 
income had been the 
total Income, 
whichever is higher; 


(ii) in the case of any other person — 

(A) on income by way of dividends and 
interest payable by Government or an 
Indian concern on moneys borrowed 
or debt incurred by Government or 
the Indian concern in foreign cur- 
rency 

(B) on income by way of winnings from 
lotteries and crossword puzzles 

(Q on income by way of winnings from 
horse races 

(D) on Income by way of long-term 
capital gains 


20 per cent; 
40 per cent; 


40 per cent; 


20 per cent; 


(£) on the whole of other Income income-tax at 30 per 

cent of the amount of 
income 


or 


income-tax in respect 
of the income at the 
rates prescribed in Sub- 
Paragraph 1 of Para- 
graph A of Part III of 
this Schedule, if such 
income had been the 
totad income, 

whichever is higher. 

2. In the case of a company, — 

(a) where the company is a domestic company — 
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(i) on Income by way of Interest other 
than “Interest on securtttes'* 

{II) on income by way of usings from 
lotteries and crossword puzzles 
(III) on income by way of winnings from 
horse races 

(lu) on any other income 

(b) where the company is not a domestic company — 

(I) on income by way of dividends payable by any 
domestic company 

({{) on income by way of winnings from lotteries 
and crossword puzzles 

(/If) on income by way of winnings from horse races 
(lu) on income by way of Interest payable by Govern- 
ment or an Indian concern on moneys borrowed 
or debt Incurred by Government or the Indian 
concern in foreign currency 

(v) on income by way of royalty payable by Govern- 
ment or an Indian concern in pursuance of an 
. agreement made by it with the Government or the 
Indian concern after the 31st day of March, 1976, 
where such royalty is in consideration for the 
transfer of all or any rights (including the granting 
of ^ licence) in respect of copyright in any book on 
a subject referred to in the first proviso to sub- 
sectloi i (1 A) of section 1 15A of the Income-tax Act, 
to the Indian concern, or in respect of any com- 
puter software referred to in the second proviso to 
sub-section (1 A) of section 1 15A of the Income-tax 
Act, to a {jerson resident in India 

(ui) on income by W^y of royalty [not being royalty of 
the nature referred to in sub-item- (b) (v)l payable by 
Government or an Indian concern in pursuance of 
an agreement made by it with the Government or 
the Indian concern and where such agreement is 
with an Indian concern, the agreement is approved 
by the Central Government or where it relates to 
a matter included in the industrial policy, for the 
time being in force, of the (jovemment of India, 
the agreement is in accordance with that policy — 

(A) where the agreement is made after the 31st 
day of Marcmr i961 but before the 1st day 
of April, 1976 


20 per cent; 

40 per cent; 

40 per cent; 
21,5 per cent 

20 per cent; 

40 per cen(; 
40 per cent; 

20 per cent; 


30 per cent; 


50 per cent; 
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(B) whei« tt«e agreement is made after the 31st 

day of March, 1976 30 per cent; 

(vll) on income by way of fees for technical services 
payable by Government or an Indian concern in 
pursuance of an agreement nutde by it with the 
Government or the Indian concern and where such 
agreement is with an Indian concern, the agree- 
ment Is approved by the Central Government or 
where it relates to a matter included in the industrial 
policy, for the time being in force, of the Govern- 
ment of India, the agreement is in accordance with 
that policy — » 

■(A) where the agreement is made after the 29th 
day of February, 1964 but before the 1st 
day of April, 1976 50 per cent: 

(B) where the agreement is made after the 31st 

day of March, 1976 30 per cent; 

(olii) on income by way of long-term capital gains 20 per cent; 
(/x) on any other income 55 per cent. 

Explanation. — For the purpose of item 1 (b) (1) of this Part, “investmer. 
income" and “non-resident Indian" shall have the meanings assigned to them 
in Chapter Xll-A of the Income-tax Act. 

Surcharge on income-tax 

The amount of Income-tax deducted In accordance with the provisions oi suo- 
item (a) of item 2 of this Part shall be increased by a surcharge, calculated 
at the rate of fifteen per cent of such income-tax. 

PART 111 

RATES FOR CALCULATING OR CHARGING INCOME-TAX IN 
CERTAIN CASES, DEDUCTING INCOME-TAX FROM INCOME 
CHARGEABLE UNDER THE HEAD “SALARIES” AND COMPUTING 

“ADVANCE TAX" 

In cases in which income-tax has to be calculated under the first proviso 
to sub-section (5) of section 132 of the Income-tax Act or charged under sub- 
section (4) of section 172 or sub-section (2) of section 174 or section 175 or 
sub-section (2) of section 176 of the said Act or deducted under section 192 
of the said Act from income chargeable under the head “Salaries” or in which 
the “advance tax” payable under Qiapter XVII-C of the said Act has to be 
computed at the rate or* rates in force, such income-t«« or, as the case may 
be, “advance tax” (not being “advance tax” in respect of any income chargeable 
to tax under Chapter XII or Chapter XIl-A or sub-section (lA) of section 161 
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or section 164 or section 164A or section 167B of the Income-tax Act at the 
latcs as specified In that Chapter or section or surcharge on such “advance 
tax" in respect of any income chargeable to tax under section 1158), shall be 
calculated, charged, deducted or computed at the following rate or rates.— 

Paragraph A 
Sub-Paragraph I 

In the case of every Individucil or Hindu undivided family or association of 
persons or body of individuals, whether incorporated or not, or every artificial 
Juridical person referred to in sub-clause (ull) of clause (51) of section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act, not being a case to which Sub-Paragraph II of this Paragraph 
or any other Paragraph of this Part applies, — 

Rates of Income-tax 


(1) where the total income does not 
exceed Rs. 40,000 

(2) where the total Income exceeds 
Rs. 40,000 but does not exceed 
Rs. 60,000 

(3) where the total income exceeds 
Rs. 60,000 but docs not exceed 
Rs. 1,20,000 

(4) where the total Income exceeds 
Rs. 1,20,000 


Nil; 

20 per cent of the amount by which 
the total income exceeds 
Rs. 40,000; 

Rs. 4,000 plus 30 per cent of the 
amount by which the total income 
exceeds Rs. 60,000; 

Rs. 22,000 plus 40 per cent of the 
amount by which the total income ex- 
ceeds Rs. 1,20,000. 


Sub-Paragraph II 

In the case of every Hindu undivided family which at any time during the 
previous year has at least one member whose total Income of the previous year 
relevant to the assessment year commencing bn the 1st day of April, 1996 
exceeds Rs. 40,000, — 

Rates of Income-tax 


(1) where the total income does not 
exceed Rs. 18,000 


(2) where the total income exceeds 
Rs. 18,000 but does not exceed 
Rs. 1,00,000 

(3) where the total income ixceeds 
Rs. 1,00,000 


Nil; 


30 per cent of the amount by 
which the total income exceeds 
Rs. 18,000; 

Rs. 24,600 plus 40 iper cent of the 
amount ty which the total income 
exceeds Rs. 1,00,000. 
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Paragraph B 

In the case of every co-operative society, — 

Rates of Income-tax 

(1) where the total income does not 10 per cent of the total Income; 
exceed Rs. 10,000 

^ (2) where the total Income exceeds Rs. 1,000 plus 20 per cent of the 

Rs. 10,000 but does not exceed amount by which the total income 
Rs. 20,000 exceeds Rs. 10,000; 

(3) where the total Income exceeds Rs. 3,000 plus 35 per cent of the 
Rs. 20,000 amount by which the total Income 

^ exceeds Rs. 20,000. 

Paragraph C 

In the case of every firm, — 

Rate of income-tax 

On the whole of the total income 40 per cent 

Paragraph D 

In the case of every local authority, — 

Rate of income-tax 

On the whole of the total income 30 per cent 

Paragraph E 

In the case of a company, — 

Rates of income-tax 

I. In the case of a domestic company 

II. In the case of a company other than a domestic 
company, — 

(i) on so much of the total income as consists of — 

(a) royalties received from Government or an Indian 
ccmcem in pursuance of an agreement made by it with 
the Government or the Indian concern after the 31st 
day of March, 1961 but before the 1st day of April, 

1976, or 

(b) fees for rendering technical services received 
from Government or an Indian concern in pursuance 
of an agreement made by it with the Government or 
the Indian concern after the 29th day of February, 

1964 but before the 1st day of April, 1976, 



40 per cent of the 
total income; 
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eind where such agreement has, In either case, 

been approved by the Central Government 50 per cent 

(II) on the balance, if any, of the total income 55 per cent 

Surchar^ on Income-tax 

The amount of Income-tax computed In accordance with the provisions 
of this Paragraph or sections 112 and 113 shall, in the case of every domestic 
company having a total income exceeding seventy-five thousand rupees, be 
increased by a surcharge calculated at the rate of fifteen per cent of such income- 
tax. 

PART IV 

ISee Section 2(9)(d)l 

RULES FOR COMPUTATION OF NET AGRICULTURAL INCOME 

Rule 1 . — ^Agricultural Income of the nature referred to in sub-clause (a) of 
clause (I A) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act shall be computed as if it were 
income chargeable to income-tax under that Act under the head “Income from 
other sources” and the provisions of sections 57 to 59 of that Act shall, so 
far as may be, apply accordingly ; 

Provided that sub-section (2) of section 58 shall apply subject to the modi- 
fication that the reference to section 40A therein shall be construed as not 
including a reference to sub-sections (3) and (4) of section 40A. 

Rule 2 . — ^Agricultural income of the nature referred to in sub-clause (b) or 
sub-clause (c) of clause (lA) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act (other than 
income derived from any building required as a dwelling house by the receiver 
of the rent or revenue or the cultivator or the receiver of rent-in-kind referred 
to in the said sub-clause (c)j shall be computed as If it were income chargeable 
to income-tax under that Act under the head “Profits and gains of business or 
profession” and the provisions of sections 30, 31, 32, 36, 37, 38, 40, 40A 
(other than sub-sections (3) and (4) thereof], 41, 43, 43A, 43B and 43C of 
the Income-tax Act shall, so far as may be, apply accordingly. 

Rule 3 . — Agricultural income of the nature referred to in sub-clause (c) of 
clause (lA) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, being Income derived from any 
building required as a dwelling house by the receiver of the rent or revenue 
or the cultivator or the receiver of rent-in-kind referred to in the said sub-clause 
(c) shcill be computed as if it were income chargeable to income-tax under that 
Act under the head “Income from house property" and the provisions of 
sections 23 to 27 of that Act shall, so far as may be, apply accordingly. 

Rule 4 . — Notwithstanding anything contained in any other provisions of 
these rules, in a case where the assessee derives income from sale of tea grown 
and manufactured by him in Jndia, such income shall be computed in accor- 
dance with rule 8 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, and sixty per cent of such 
income shall be regarded as the agricultural income of the assessee. 

Rule 5 . — Where the assessee is a member of an assodahon of persons 
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or a body of individuals (other than a Hindu undivided family, a company or 
a firm) v^lch in the previous year has either no incite chargeable to tax under 
the bicome-tax Act or has total Income not exceeding die maximum amount 
not chargeable to tax in the case of an association of persons or a body of 
Individuals Cother than a Hindu undivided family, a company or a firm) but has 
any agricultural income, then , the agricultural income or loss of the association 
^ or body shall be computed in accordance with these rules and the share of the 
assessee in the agricultural income or loss so computed shall be regarded as 
the agricultural income or loss of the assessee. 

Rufe 6 . — Where the result of the computation for the previous year in 
respect of any source of agricultural income is a loss, such loss shall be set 
off against the Income of the assessee, If any, for that previous year from any 
other source of agricultural iricome; 

Provided that where the assessee is a member of an association of persons 
or a body of individuals and the share of the assessee in the agricultural income 
of the association or body, as the case may be, is a loss, such loss shall not 
be set off against any income of the assessee from any other source of 
agricultural Income. 

Rule 7 . — Any sum payable by the assessee on account of any tax levied 
by the State Government on the agricultural Income shall be deducted in 
computing the agricultural income. 

Rule 8. — (J) Where the assessee has, in the previous year relevant to the 
^ assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1995, any agricultural 
income and the net result of the computation of the agricultural income of the 
assessee for any one or more of the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years commencing on the ist day of April, 1987 or the 1st day of April, 1988 
or the 1st day of April, 1989 or the 1st day of April, 1990 or the Ist day of 
April, 1991 or the 1st day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or 
the 1st day of April, 1994, is a loss, then, for the purposes of sub-section (2) 
of section 2 of this Act, — 

(i) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
* assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1987, to the extent, 

if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural Income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1 st 
day of April, 1988 or the 1st day of April, 1989 or the 1st day of April, 
1990 or the 1st day of April, 1991 or the 1st day of April, 1992 or the 
1st day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994, 

(II) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1988, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1989 or the 1st day of April, 1990 or the 1st day of April, 
1991, or the 1st day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or the 
1st day of April, 1994, 

(III) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assesanent year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1989, to die extent. 
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if zuiy, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural in(x>me for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1990 or the 1st day of April, 1991 or the 1st day of April, 

1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or' the 1st day of April, 1994, 

ilv) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1990, to the extent. 

If any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1991 or the 1st day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 

1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994, 

(u) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1991, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing bn the 1st 
day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 
1994, 

(ul) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1992, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on'the 1st 
day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994, 

(vli) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1993, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for ' 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1994, 

(viil) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1994, | 

shall be set off against the agricultural income of the assessee for the prevdous j 
ycarrelevanttotheasscssmentyearcommencingonthe 1st day of April, 1995. 

(2) Where the assessee has, in the previous year relevant to the assessment . 
year commencing oh the 1st day of April, 1996 or. If by virtue of any provision ' i 
of the Income-tax Act, income-tax is to be charged in respect of the income 
of a period other than that previous year, in such other period, any agricultural 
income and the net result of the computation of the agricultural income of the 
assessee for any one or more of the previous years relevant to the assessment ■ 
years commencing on the 1st day of April, 1988orthe 1st day of April, 1989 
or the 1st day of April, 1990 or the 1st day of April, 1991 or the 1st day of 
April, 1992 or the Ist day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994 or ■ 
the 1st day of April, 1995, is a loss, then, for the purposes of sub-section (8) 
of section 2 of this Act, — 

(i) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assesanent year commenting on the 1st day of April, 1988, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural Income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1989 or the 1st day of April, 1990 or the 1st day of April, 
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1991 or the 1st day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or the 
1st day of April, 1994 or tiie 1st day of April, 1995, 

(//) the loss so computal for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1989, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural Income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1990 or the 1st day of April, 1991 or the 1st day of April, 

1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994 or the 
1st day of April, 1995, 

(ill) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
. assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1990, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1991 or the 1st day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 

1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994 or the 1st day of April, 1995, 

(lu) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment yearcommencing on the 1st day of April, 1991 , to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1992 or the 1st day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 

1994 or the 1st day of April, 1995, 

(u) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1992, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1993 or the 1st day of April, 1994 or the 1st day of April, 
1995, 

(ui) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1993, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1994 or the 1st day of April, 1995, 

(oil) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1994, to the extent, 
if any, such loss has not been set off against the agricultural income for 
the previous year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1st 
day of April, 1995, 

(uiil) the loss so computed for the previous year relevant to the 
assessment year commencing on the 1st day of April, 1995, 

shall be set off against the agricultural income of the assessec for the previous 
year relevant to the assessment year commencing on the 1 st day of April, 1996. 

(3) Where any person deriving any agricultural income from any source 
has been succeeded in such capacity by another person, otherwise than by 
inheritance, nothing in sub-rule (1 ) or sub-rule (2)’ shall entitle any person, other 
than the person incurring the loss, to have it set off under sub-rule (I) or, as 
the case may be, sub-rule (2). 
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(4) Notwithstanding anything contained in this nile, no loss which has not 
been determined by the As^sing Officer under the provisions of these rules 
or the rules contained In Part IV of the Rrst Schedule to the Rnance Act, 1987 
(1 1 of 1987), or of the First Schedule to the Fincumce Act, 1988 (26 of 1988), 
or of the First Schedule to the Finance Act, 1989 (13 of 1989), or of the Rrst 
Schedule to the Finance Act, 1990 (12 of 1990), or of the First Schedule to 
the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1991 (49 of 1991), or of the Rrst Schedule to the 
Finance Act, 1992 (18 of 1992), or of the Rrst Schedule to the Finance Act, 
1993 (38 of 1993), or of the Rrst Schedule to the Finance Act, 1994 (32 of 
1994) shall be set off under sub-rule (I) or, as the case may be, sub-rule (2). 

Rule 9. — Where the net result of the computation made in accordance 
with these rules is a loss, the loss so computed shall be ignored and the net 
agricultural income shall be deemed to be nil. 

Rule 10. — The provisions of the Income-tax Act relating to procedure 
for assessment (including the provisions of section 288A relating to rounding 
off of income) shall, with the necessary modifications, apply in relation to the 
computation of the net agricultural income of the assessee as they apply in 
relation to the assessment of the total income. 

Rule 11 . — For the purposes of computing the net agricultural income of 
the assessee, the Assessing Officer shall have the same powers as he has under 
the Income-tax Act for the purposes of assessment of the total income. 
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CIRCULARS / INCOME-TAX 

Circular No. 702 

Dated 3^-1995 

Sub : Clarification of the provisions of Section 80DD of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 

Under the provisions of Section 80DD of the Income-tax Act, 196 1 , am assessee 
who is resident in India being an individual or a Hindu Undivided Family is allowed 
a deduction of Rs. 15,000/- for expenditure incurred in respect of handica^qied 
dependants subject to the foUowing conditions : — 

(0 the handicapped dependent is a relative of the assessee and is not 
dependant on any person other than the zissessee for his support or 
maintenance; 

(ii) he is suffering from a permanent physical disability (including blindness) 
or mental retardation ctnd the same is certified by a Physician, P^chiatrist 
etc. working in Government hospital; 

(iii) The disability has the effect of reducing considerably such person’s 
capacity for normal work or engaging in a gainful employment or 
occupation; 

(iv) the assessee has Incurred any expenditure for medical treatment (includ- 
ing nursing), training and rehabilitation of the handicapped dependant. 

(2) The Board has receh^ several representations seeking clarification regarding 
the quantum of deduction availatde in relation to the expenditure incurred on the 
handicapped dependants. 

(3) It Is hereby clarified that the deduchon under Section 80DD of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 is statutory in nature. Therefore, ais long as the conditions mentioned 
in the section are fulfilled, and the assessee had incurred any expenditure on 
medical treatment, etc. of the handicapped person, the deduction as envisaged in 
the section will be allowable in full. 


Circular No. 703 

Dated 18-4-1995 

Sub : Set off of losses of firms for the assessment year 1993-94 — 
Interpretation of the new section 75 of the income-tax Act, 1961 

With effect from the assessment year 1993-94 a new procedure for taxation of 
firms has been introduced according to which the distinction between the 
registered and unregistered firms has been done away with. Consequently the 
requirement of apportionment of losses among the partners for set off and carry 
forward has also been qivm up. In line with this procedure, section 75 provides, 
with effect from 1st April, 1993, that if there are unabsorbed bsses in the hands 
of the partner to whom such bsses had been apportioned for the assessment year 
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1992-93 zuid earlier years, the same shall be brought back to the firm to be set off 
against the income of the firm subject to the ccmdition that the pzulner continue 
to be a partner in the said firm and are to be carried forward for set off under section 
70, 71, 72, 73 nd 74A. 

2. Doubts have been expressed In some quarters as to whether the unabsorbed 
bu^ness losses so brought back to the firm are available for set off against the 
income of the firm under all heads for the assessment year 1993-94. This doubt 
has arisen because, normally, under section 72, the business losses brought 
forward are permitted to be set off only against the Income under the head profits 
and gains of business or profession, and. that too, only if the business in respect 
of which the losses were incurred continues to be carried on in the year of set off. 

3. A plain reading of section 75 shows that the losses which remain unabsorbed 
in the hands of the partners shall be allowed to be set of against the income of the 
firm subject to the condition that the partner continues in the said firm and to be 
carried forward for set off under sections 70, 71, 72, 73, 74 and 74A. The 
expressions "set off' and "carried forward and set off” have been used in 
conjunction with sections 70, 71, 72, etc., thereby implying that both set off and 
carry forward and set off as envisaged in these sections are permissible. 

4.. The Board has, therefore, decided that the set off envisaged under sections 70 
and 7 1 may be allowed for the assessment year 1 993-94 in the hands of the firm 
In resipect of the unabsorbed losses brought back to the firm. 


NOTinCATIONS / INCOME TAX RULES 
Income-tax (Third Amendment) Rules, 1995 
Notification No. 9766 — Dated 9-5-1995 

In exericse of the powes conferrd by section 295 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following rules 
further to amend the Income-tax Rules, 1962 namely : 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Income-tax (Third Amendment) rules, 1995. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. In rule 1 15 of the Income-tax niles, 1962, in sub-rule (1), in the Explanation, 
in clause (2), in the proviso after subclause (f), for the words "the date on which 
the tax hcis been so deducted”, the following words and figures shall be substituted, 
namely : 

"the date on which the tax was required to be deducted under the provldons 
of the Chapter XVII-B.” 


[F.No. 149/21^3-TPLJ 
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NOTIFICATION / INCOME TAX 

Notification No. 9771 — Dated 23-5-1995 

S.0. 460E — In exercise of the powers conferred by sectkxi 295 of the Income* 
taxAct, 1961 (43of 1961), the Central Bozurd of Direct Taxes hereby madtes the 
following rules further to amend the income-tax Rules, 1 962, namely : — 

1 . (1) These rules may be called die Income-tax (Fburtii Amendment) Rules, 1995 
(2) They shall come into force from the 1st of June, 1995. 

2. b the Income-tax Rules, 1962, — 

(i) in sub-rule (1) of rule 12 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, in clause (l^, after 
sub-clause (i) the following sub-clause ^all be inserted, namely : — 

“(ii) where, in the case of an Individual or a Hindu Undivided Family, 
resident in India, the total IrKome- 

(A) does not exceed Rs. 1,20,000; 

(B) does not include income chargeable to income-tax under the - 
head “Profits and gains of business or profession”; and 

(Q does not include any brought forward or carried forward loss or 
allowance except under the head “Income from house property” 
be in Form No. 2A and be verified in the manner indicated 
therein; 

Provided that the assessee to whom this sub-clause applies shall 
also have the option of filing the return in Form No. 3”. 

(ii) in Appendix II, for the Form No. 2A, the following Form shcdl be 
substituted, namely -. — 


m 
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F(»lMNO. 2A 

INa>ME-TAXREll«N 


This fonnin^ be used only by individual! and 
Hindu undivided families who are residents in 
India and fulfil all the following conditions : 

(a) Thoe is no income fiom business or |no- 

fession. * 

(b) There b no brought forward or carried 
forward loss/allowance under any head 
except from house property. 

(c) The total income does not exceed 
Rs. 1,20,000. 

Threecopiesofthis form are to be filed. One of 
these will be returned to you duly acknowl- 
edged. 


To be fUled by the receiving offidal of the De- 

partment : 

Ackmwledgment RETURN For Computer 

Centre 

Receipt No Dale 

Signature of the Receiving Official 

Name 

Designation 

Assessing Officer Code Stamp 


PART I — General Information 


I. Assessment Year 19 1 | | - | j 2. PAN/GIR No. □□□□□□□□□□□ 

3. Ward/Circle/Special Range □□□QIJD 4. Date of birth □□□□□□ S . Status [olD 
6. If revised return, receipt no. A date of filing the original | 1 7. Sex (male-M, fcmale-F) 

8. Name (Last name. □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□□(□□□□□ □□□□□ 

first name A middle name) □□□□□□mOnD □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□ 

9. Office Address □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□□□□□□□ nmnn 

□□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□ 
□□□□□□□ pdoddddd TcicphoneanaDnn 

10. Residential □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□□□□□□□ nmm 

Address □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□ 

□□cxinnn piNnnnnnn TciephonennncxDD 

II. Father’s Name (Last □□□□□□□QllXIin □□□□□□□□□□□ □□□□□ 

name, first luime & middle name) □□□□□□IZDODD □□□□□□□□□□□ DCDD 

PART n • Statement of Income 


12. SALARIES 

13. HOUSE 
PROPERTY 


Heads of income 


Code 

Amount (Rs.) 

Income under the head "Salaries” (Enclose 



form No. 16 from employer) 


no 

□□□□□ 

a. Annual Value 

□□□□□□□ 

031 


b. Less; Deductions u/s.24 and 
brought forward loss 

□□□□□□□ 

032 

m 

c. Income from house 
property (a-b) 

□□□□□□□ 

130 
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14. CAPITAL 

GAINS 

* , a 

a. Short temiciqjital gaii» 

b. Long tenncainul gains 

c. Income fnxn capital gains 
(<H-b) 

□□□□□□□ 

□axEm 

151 

152 

15.0THHI 

a. Gross bKxme 

□□□□□□□ 

061 

SOURCES 

b. Less Deductions 

□mcocE] 

0^ 


c. Income from other sources 



(«-b) 

□□□□□□□ 

leoDCXinoD 


16.GROSSTOTALINCOME(12+13.c+14.c+15.c) | 1 101 □£□□□□□ 



17. a Name of the person, if any. whose 

nnnnnnn nmnnnn rimmm 


income has been included in terms of 

nnnnnnn nmmnn nmmnn 


Chapter V in the computation 

nmnnnn nnnmnn mnmnn 


17.b Income included in items 12 tol6 

nmmnn nmmnn nmmnn 


18. LESS DEDUCTIONS UNDER CHAPTER VI A 

Section Code Deduction Section 

Code Deduction Section Code Deduction 


8(H> 

236 

UUUUU 80DD 237 

□□□□□ 80G 

242 


80GG 

243 

□□□□□ 80GGA 248 

□□□□□ 80L 

260 

□□□□□ 


277 

CXDCX] 8QRRA 281 

□□□□□ SOU 

283 

□□□□□ 

80V 

294 

□□□□□ Total admissible deductions 

200 

□□□□□ 


19. TOTAL INCOME(16-18) EXDCOn 

Total income rounded off to the nearest multiple of ten rupees ; 

In figures 102 DCODG 

In words (Rs.) [ 

20. NET AGRICULTURAL INCOME FOR RATE PURPOSES 105 □□□□□ 

PART ni - Statement of Taxes 


21 . TAX ON TOTAL INCOME 

a. Tax on Income subject to special rates : 


Section Income Rate Tax 




Total 

i9oncniin 390 □□□ 


b. Tax on Income subject tononnal rates of tax 


Income □□□□□ TaxDDDDn 
c. Tu on total 

incame (a+b) 310 DOUUG 


26. NET TAX PAYABLE 

(24-25) 380 □□□Cn 

27. ADVANCE TAX PMD 350 lIDD[IC] 
(Attach chaDans) 

28. TAX DEDUCTED/ 

COLLECTED AT 
SOURCE (Attach tax 
deductkxi/collecticni 

certificate) 391 □□□CD 

29. BALANCE PAYABLE 
(26-27-28) 


392aaian 
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22. REBATE U/S 88 

23. REBATE 1//S88B 

24. TAX PAYABLE 
(21-22-23) 


605 □unco 


siiompn 

393lIlliniC 


601 □COZO 30. Interest payable u/s 
234A/234B/234C 

31. TOTAL (29+30) 

32. SELF-ASSESSMENT 

3 inn nm n tax paid (Attach challan) 333(11X101 

33. TAX / INTEREST PAYABLE 


25. RELIEF U/S 89/90/91 blODunUD 

OR REFUND DUE 360 (XDEXX] 

PART IV - Income claimed exempt (Give details) 

PART V - Documents attached 




VERIFICATION 


I (Name in full and block leUers), son/daughter 

of ( I solemnly declare that, to the best of my knowledge 

knowledge and belief, the information given in this return and the aimcxures and statements ac- 
companying it is correct, complete and truly stated and in accordance with the provisions of 
Income-tax Act, 1961, in respect of income chargeable to income-tax for the previous year 
relevant to the assessment year, 1995-96. 


Date □□□□□ □□□□□ Signature 

Place nnnon □noon 


[FJ40.142/19/95-TPL] ' 
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STATUTE 


NOTIFICATION / INCOME-TAX 

Notification No. 9752 — Dated 21-4-1995 — Notification u/». 90 
of the IT Act, 1961 — Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement 
between Govt, of the Republic of India and the Government of 
the Swiss Confederation 

Whereas the annexed Agreement between the Government of the Republic 
of India and the Government of the Swiss Confederation for the avoidance 
of double taxation with respect to taxes on Income has entered into force 
on 29th December, 1994 after the notification by both the Contracting 
States to each other of the completion of the procedures required Uiider 
their laws for bringing into force of the said Agreement in accordance with 
paragraph 1 of Article 26 of the Agreement; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by section 90 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) the Central Government hereby directs 
that all the provisions of the said Agreement shall be given effect to in 
the Union of India. 

ANNEXURE 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE REPUBLIC OF INDIA 

AND 

THE SWISS CONFEDERATION 
FOR THE 

AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAXATION 
WITH RESPECT TO TAXES ON INCOME 
The Government of the Republic of India and the Swiss Federal Council 
desiring to conclude an agreement for the avoidance of double taxation 
with respect to taxes on Income have agreed as follows : 

Article 1 
Personal scope 

This Agreement shall apply to persons who are residents of one or both 
of the Contracting States. 

Article 2 
Taxes covered 

1. The taxes to which this Agreement shall apply are; 

(a) In the case of India : 

the tacome-tax including any surcharge thereon; and 

(b) In the case of Switzerland: 
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the federal, cantonal and communal taxes on Income (total income, earned 
Income, Income from capital, industrial and commercial profits, capital 
gains, and other items of income). 

2. The Agreement shall also apply to any identical or substantially similar 
taxes which are Imposed by either Contracting State after the d&te of 
signature of the present Agreement in addition to, or in place of, thlS^axes 
referred to in paragraph 1 of this Article. 

3. In this Agreement, the term “Indian tax” means tax Imposed by India, 
being tax to which this Agreement applies; the term “Swiss tax' means 
tax imposed in Switzerland, being tax to which this Agreement applies; 
and the term “tax’ means Indian tax or Swiss tax, as the context requires; 
but the taxes in the preceding paragraphs of this Article do not include 
any penalty or interest imposed under the law in force in either Contracting 
State relating to the taxes to which this Agreement applies. 

4. The competent authorities of the Contracting State shall notify to each 
other any significant changes which have been made in their relevant 
respective taxation laws. 

Article 3 

General Definitions 

1. In Ihls Agreement, unless the context otherwise requires: 

(a) the term “India” means the territory of India and includes the 
territorial sea and the air space above it, as well as any other maritime 
zone in which India has sovereign rights, other rights and Jurisdic- 
tions, according to the Indian law and in accordance with interna- 
tional law; 

(b) the term “Switzerland' means the Swiss Confederation; 

(c) the terms “a Contracting State’ and “the other Contracting State” 
mean India or Switzerland, as the context requires; 

(d) the term “persons” includes an individual, a company, a body of 
person, or any other entity which is taxable under the laws in force 
in either Contracting State; 

(e) the tfrm “company” means any body corporate or any entity which 
is tr^ted as a company under the taxation laws of the respective 
Con^cting States; 

(0 the terms “enterprise of a Contracting State’ and “enterprise of 
the other Contracting State” mean, respectively, an enterprise 
carried on by a resldenLof a Contracting State and an enterprise 
carried on by a resident of the other Contracting State; 

(g) the term “competent authority” means, In the case of India, the 
Central Government in the Department of Revenue or their 
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authorised representative, and, bi the case of Switzerland, die 
Director of the Federal Tax Administration or his authorised 
representative; ' 

(h) the term "national" means any Individual possessing the nationality 
of a Contracting State and any legal person, partnership or asso- 
ciation deriving its status from the laws in force in the Contracting 
State; 

(1) the term "international traffic* means any transport by an aircraft 
operated by an enterprise of a Contracting State, except when the 
aircraft is operated solely ^tween places In the other Contracting 
State; 

(]) the term "operation of aircraft” shall mean business of transportation 
by air of passengers, mail, livestock or goods carried on by the 
owners or lessees or charters of aircraft, Including the sale of tickets 
for such transportation on behalf of other enterprises, the incidental 
lease of aircraft and any other activity directly connected with such 
transportation; 

(k) the term “fiscal year’ means: 

(1) in the case of India, the ‘previous year’ as defined in the Income- 
tax Act of India; and 

(ii) In the case of Switzerland, the calendar year. 

2. In the application of the provisions of this Agreement by a Contracting 
State, any term not defined therein shall, unless the context otherwise 
requires, have the meaning which it has under the laws in force in that 
State relating to the taxes which are the subject of this Agreement. 

Article 4 
Fiscal Domicile 

1. For the purposes of this Agreement, the term "resident of a Contracting 
State* means any person who, under the laws of that State, Is liable to 
taxationt herein by reason of his domlcle, residence, place of incorporation, 
place of management or any other criterion of a similar nature. 

2. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1, and individual is 
a resident of both Contracting States, then his residential status for the 
purposes of this Agreerhent shall be determined in accordance with the 
following rules : 

(a) he shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting State in 
which he has a permanent home available to him. If he has a 
permanent home avilable to him in both Contracting States, he ^lall 
be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting State with u^lch 
his personal and economic relations are closer (hereinafter referred 
to as his “centre of vital interests"); 
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(b) if the Contracting State In which he has his centre of vital interests 
cannot be determined, or if he does not have a permanent home 
available to him in either Contracting State, he shall be deemed 
to be a resident of the Contracting State in which he has an habitual 
abode; 

(c) if he has an habitual abode in both Contracting States or in neither 
of them, he shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting 
State of which he is a national; 

(d) if he is a national of both Contracting States or of neither of them, 
the competent authorities of the Contracting States shall settle the 
question by mutual agreement. 

3. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1, a person other than 
an individual is a resident of both Contracting States, then it shall be deemed 
to be a resident of the Contracting State in which its place of effective 
management is situated. 

Article 5 

Permanent Establishment 

1 . For the purposes of this Agreement, the term “permanent establishment" 
means a fbced place of business through which the business of the enterprise 
is wholly or partly carried on. 

2. The term “permanent establishment’ shall Include especially: 

(a) a place of management; 

(b) a branch; 

(c) an office; 

(d) a store or other sales outlet; 

(e) a factory; 

(f) a workshop; 

(g) a warehouse in relation to a person providing storage facilities for 
others; 

(h) a permanent sales exhibition; 

(i) a mine, a quarry, an oil or gas well, or any other place of extraction 
of natural resources; 

0) a building site or construction, installtlon or assembly project or 
supervisory activities in connection therewith, where such site, 
project or supervisory actMty continue for a period of more than 
sbe months; 

(k) an installation or structure used (or the exploration or development 
of natural resources for more than 90 days; and 
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(I) the furnishing of services other than included services as defined in 
Article 12, within a Contracting State by an enterprise through 
employees or other personnel, but only if : 

(i) activities of that nature continue within that State for a period , 
or periods aggregating more than 90 days within any twelve- 
month period; or 

(ii) the services are performed within that State fora related enterprise 
(within the meaning of paragraph 1 of Article 9) for a period 
or periods aggregating more than 30 days within any twelve- 
months period. 

3 . The term “permanent establishment" shall not be deemed to Include: 

(a) the use of facilities solely for the purposes of storage or display 
of goods or merchandise belonging to the enterprise; 

(b) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging to 
the enterprise solely for the purpose of storage or display; 

(c) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging to 
the enterprise solely for the purpose of processing by another 
enterprise; 

(d) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of purchasing goods or merchandise or for collecting information, for 
the enterprise; 

(e) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of advertising, for the supply of Information or for scientific research, 
being activities solely of a preparatory or auxiliary character in the 
trade or business of the enterprise. 

4, A person acting in a Contracting State for or on behalf of an enterprise 
of the other Contracting State-other than an agent of an Independent status 
to whom paragraph 5 applies-shall be deemed to bei a permanent estab- 
lishment of that enterprise in the first-mentioned State if: 

(i) he has and habitually exercises in that State, an authority to negotiate 
and enter into contracts for or on behalf of the enterprise, unless 
his activities are limited to the purchase of goods or merchandise 
for the eneterprlse; or 

(ii) he habitually maintains in the first-mentioned Contracting State a 
stock of goods or merchandise from which he regularly delivers 
goods or merchandise for or on behalf of the enterprise-, or 

(iii) in so acting, he manufactures or processes in that State for the 
enterprise goods or merchandise belonging to the enterprise, provided 
that this provision shall apply only in relation to the goods or 
merchandise so manufactured or processed. 
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5. An enterprise of a Contracting State shall not be deemed to have a 
permanent establishment In the other Contracting State merely because 
it carries on business in that other State through a broker, general commission 
agent or any other agent of an Independent status, where such persons 
are acting in the ordinary course of their business. However, vdten the 
activities of such an agent are devoted wholly or almost wholly on behalf 
of that enterprise or for the enterprise and other enterprises which are 
controlled by it or have a controlling interest in it, he would not be considmied 
an agent of an Independent status within the meaning of this paragraph. 

6. The fact that a company, which is a resident of a Contracting State 
controls or is controlled by a company which is a resident of the other 
contracting State, or which carried on business in that other Contracting 
State (whether through a permanent establishment or otherwise, shall not, 
of itself, constitute for either company a permanent establishment of the 
other. 

Article 6 

Income from Immovable Property 

1. income from Immovable property may be taxed in the Contracting State 
in which such property Is situated. 

2. The term **immovable property" shall be defined in accordance witii the 
law of the Contracting State in which the property is situated. The term 
shall in any case include property accessory to Immovable property, livestock 
and equipment used in agriculture and forestry, rights to which the provisions 
of general law respecting landed property apply, usufruct of immovable 
property and rights to variable or fUed payments as consideration for the 
working of, or the right to work, mineral depn^slts, oil wells, quarries and 
other places of extraction of natural resources. Ships and aircraft shall not 
be regarded as Immovable property. 

3. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall apply to income derived from the 
direct use, letting, or use in any other form of immovable property. 

4. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 3 shall also apply to the income 
from Immovable property of an enterprise and to income from Immovable 
property used for the performance of professional services. 

Article 7 
Business Profits 

1. The business profits of an enterprise of a Contracting State, other than 
the profits from the operation of ships in international traffic, shall be taxable 
only in that State unless the enterprise carries on business in the other 
Contracting Slate through a permanent establishment situated therein. H 
the enterprise carries on business araforesaid, the profits of the enterprise 
may be taxed in the other State but only so much of them as 1$ directly 
or indirectly attributed to that permanent establishment. 
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2. Where zui enterprise of a Contracting State carries on business in ttie 
other Contracting State through a permanent establishment situated therein, 
there shall in each Contracting State be attributed to that permanent 
establishment the profits which it might be expected to make If it were 
a distinct and separate enterprise engaged in the same or similar activities 
under the same or similar conditions and dealing uAiolly independemly wldi 
the enterprise of which- it is a permanent establishment. 

3. In the determination of the profits of a pennanent establishment, there 
shall be allowed as deductions expenses which are Incurred for the purposes 
of the permanent establishment, whether in the State in which die per- 
manent establishment is situated or elsewhere. Executive and general 
administrative expenses shall be allowed as deductions in accordance with 
the taxation laws of that State. Nothing in this paragraph shall, however, 
authorise a deduction for expenses which would not be deductible if the 
permanent establishment were a separate enterprise. 

4. In so far as it has been customary In a Contracting State to determine 
the profits to be attributed to a permanent establishment on the basis of 
an apportionment of the total profits of the enterprise to its various arts, 
nothing in paragraph 2 shall preclude that Contracting State from deter- 
mining the profits to be taxed by such an apportionment as may be 
customary; the method of apportionment adopted shall, however, be such 
that the result shall be in accordance with the principles laid down In this 
Article. 

5. No profits shall be attributed to a permanent establishment by reason 
of the mere purchase by the permanent establishment of goods or merchandise 
for the enterprise. 

6. Where profits include items of income which are dealt with separately 
in other Article of this Agreement, then the provisions of those Article shall 
not be affected by the provisions of this Article. 

Article 8 
Air Transport 

1 . Profits from the operation of aircraft in international traffic shall be taxable 
only in the Contracting State in which the place of effective management 
of the enterprise is situated. 

2. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall also apply to profits from the 
participation in a pool, a joint business or an international operating agency. 

Article 9 


Where 


Associated Enterprises 


(a) an enterprise of a Contracting State participates direcdy or indirect^ 
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in the management, control or capital of an enterprise of tfie other 
Contracting State, or 

(b) the same persons participate directly or indirectly in the manage- 
ment, control or capital of an enterprise of a Contracting State and 
an enterprise of the other Contracting State, 

and in either case conditions are made or imposed between the two 
enterprises in their commercial or financial relations which differ from those 
which would be made between independent enterprises, then any profits 
which would, but for those conditions, have accrued to one of the enterprise, 
but, by reason of those conditions, have not so accrued, may be included 
in the profits of that enterprise and taxed accordingly. 

Article 10 
Dividends 

1. Dividends paid by a company which is a resident of a Contracting State 
to a resident of the other Contracting State may be taxed in that other 
State. 

2. However, such dividends may also be taxed in the Contracting State 
of which the company paying the dividends Is a resident and according 
to the laws of that State, but if the recipient is the beneficial owner of the 
dividends the tax so charged shall not exceed 15 per cent of the gross amount 
of the dividends. 

This paragraph shall not affect the teixation of the company in respect of 
the profits out of which the dividends are paid. 

3. The term “dividends" as used in this Article means Income from shares, 
“jouissance" shares or “jouissance’ rights, mining shares, founders’ shares 
or other rights, not being debt-claims, participating in profits, as well as 
income from other corporate rights which is subjected to the same taxation 
treatment as income from shares by the taxation law of the State of which 
the company making the distribution is a resident. 

4. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneficial 
owner of the dividends, being a resident of a Contracting State, carries 
on business in the other Contracting State of which the company paying 
the dividends is a resident, through a permanent establishment situated 
therein and the holding in respect of which the dividends are paid is 
effectively connected with such permanent establishment. In such a case 
the provisions of Article 7 shall apply. 

5. Where a company which is a resident of a Contracting State derives 
profits or Income from the other Contracting State, that other State may 
not impose any tax on the dividen^paid by the company, except insofar 
as such dividends are paid to a resident of that other State or insofar as 
the holding in respect of which the dividends are said is effectively connected 
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with a permanent establishment situated in that other State, nor subject 
the company’s undistributed profits to a tax on the company's undistributed 
profits, even if the dividends paid or the undistributed profits consist wholly 
or partly of profits or income arising in such o^er State. 

Article 11 
Interest 

1 . Interest arising in a Contracting State and paid to a resident of the other 
Contracting State may be taxed in that other State. 

2. However, such interest may also be taxed in the Contracting State in 
which it arises and according to the laws of that State, but if the recipient 
is the beneficial owner of the interest the tax so charged shall not exceed 
15 per cent of the gross amount of interest. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 2, where the interest is 
paid to a bank carrying on a bona fide banking business or to an enterprise 
which holds directly or indirectly at least 20 per cent of the capital of the 
company paying the interest which are a resident of the other Contracting 
State and are the beneficial owner of the interest, the tax so charged in 
the Contracting State in which the interest arises shall not exceed 10 per 
cent of the gross amount of the interest. 

4. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 2 and 3, 

(a) interest arising in Switzerland and paid to a resident of India shall 
be taxable only in India if it is paid in respect of a loan made, 
guaranteed or insured, or a credit extended, guaranteed or insured 
by the Export-Import Bank of India or by any institution specified 
and agreed in letters exchanged between the competent authorities 
of the Contracting States. 

(b) interest arising in India and paid to a resident of Switzerland shall 
be taxable only in Switzerland if it is paid in respect of a loan made, 
guaranteed or insured, or a credit extended, guranteed or insured 
under the Swiss provision regulating in Export or Investment Risk 
Gaurantee or by any institution specified and agreed in letters 
exchanged between the competent authorities of the Contracting 
States; 

(c) interest arising in a Contracting State and paid to a resident of the 
other Contracting State engaged in the operation of aircraft in 
international traffic shall be taxable only in that other State to the 
extent that such Interest is paid on funds connected with such activity; 

(d) interest arising in India and paid to a resident of Switzerland shall 
be exempt from Indian tax if the loan or other indebtedness in respect 
of which the interest is paid in any approved loan. The term 
“approved loan” means ar>y loan or other indebtedness approved 
by the Government of India in this behalf. 
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5. .inie term “interest” as used In this Article means income from debt- 
claitns of every kind, whether or not secured by mortgage arul whether 
or not carrying a right to participate in the debtor’s profits, and in particular, 
income from government securities and Income from bonds or debentures, 
including premiums and prizes attaching to such securities, bortds or debentures. 
Penalty charges for late payment shall not be regarded as interest for the 
purpose of this Article. 

6. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneficial 
owner of the Interest, being a resident of a Contracting State, carries on 
business in the other Contracting State in which the Interest arises, through 
a permanent establishment situated diereln, and the debt-claim in respect 
of which the interest is paid is effectively connected with such permanent 
establishment. In such a case the provisions of Article 7 shall apply. 

7. Interest shall be deemed to arise in a Contracting State when the payer 
is that State itself, a political subdivision, a local authority or a resident 
of that State. Where, however, the person paying the Interest, whether 
he is a resident of a Contracting State or not, has in a Contracting State 
a permanent establishment in connection with which the indebtedness on 
which Interest is paid was incurred, and such interest is borne by such 
permanent establishment, then such Interest shall be deemed to arise In 
the Contracting State in which the permanent establishment is situated. 

8. Where, owing to a special relationship between the payer and the 
beneficial owner or between both of them and some other person, the 
amourU of the Interest paid, having regard to the debt-claim for which it 
is paid, exceeds the amount which would have been agreed upon by the 
payer and the beneficial owner in the absence of such relationship, the 
provisions of this Article shall apply only to the last-mentioned amount. 
In that case, the excess part of the payments shall remain taxable according 
to the law of each Contracting State, due regard being had to the other 
provisions of this Agreement. 

Article 12 

Royalties and Fees for Included Services 

1. Royalties and fees for included services arising in a Contracting State 
and paid to a resident of the\ other Contracting State may be taxed in that 
other State. 

2. However, such royalties and fees for included services may also be taxed 
in the Contracting State in which they arise and according to the laws of 
that State; but if the beneficial owner of the royalties or fees for Included 
services is a resident of the other Contracting State, the tax so charged 
shall not exceed: 

(a) in the case of royedtles referred to in sub-paragraph (a) of psuragraph 
3 and fees for included services referred to in sub-paragraph (b) 

< of paragraph 4 of this Article : 
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(i) during the first five taxable years for which this Agreement has 
effect, 

(A) 15 per cent of the gross anwunt of the royalties or fees 
for included services as defined In diis Article, whem the 
payer of the royalties or fees is'^dte Government of that 
Contracting State, a political sub-division or a public sector 
company; and 

(B) 20 per cent of the gross amount of the roaj^ties or fees 
for included services in all other cases; and 

(11) during the subsequent years, 15 per cent of die gross amount 
of royalides or fees for inculded services; and 

(b) in the case of royalties referred to in sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 
3 and fees for Included services referred to in sub-paragraph (a) 
of paragraph 4 of this Article, 10 per cent of the groM amount 
of such royalties or fees for included services. 

3. The term “royalties'* as used in this Article means: 

(a) payments of any kind received as a consideration for the use of, 
or the right to use, any copyright of a literary, artistic, or scientific 
work, including cinematogrph films or work on film, tape or other 
means of reproduction for use in connection, with radio or television 
broadcasting, any patent trademark, design or model, plan, secret 
formula or process, or for information concerning industrial commercial 
or scientific experience ; and 

(b) payments of any kind received as consideration for the use of, or 
the right to use, any industrial, commercial, or scientific equipment. 

4. For purposes of this Article the term “fees for Included services” means: 

(a) payments of any kind to any person In consideration for the 
rendering of any technical or consultancy services (including through 
the provision of services of technical or other personnel) if such 
services are ancillary and subsidiary to the application or enjoyment 
of the right, for which a payment described in sub-;paragraph (b) 
of paragraph 3 is received; 

(b) payments of any kind to any person in consideration for the 
rendering of any technical or consultancy services (Including through 
the provision of services of technical or other personnel) if such 
services : 

(1) are ancillary and subsidiary to the application or enjoyment of 
the right, property or information for u4ilch a payment described 
In sub-paragraph (a) of paragraph 3 is received; or 
(il) make available technical knowledge, experience, skill, know- 
how or processes, or consist of the development and transfer 
of a technical plan or technical design. 
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5. Notwithstanding paragraph 4, “fees for Included services” does not 
include amounts paid ; 

(a) for services that are ancillary and subsidiary, as well as inextricably 
and essentially linked, to the sale of property; 

(b) for teaching in or by educational Institutions; 

(c) for services for the personal use of the Individual or individuals 
making the payment; or 

(d) to an employee of the person making the payments or to zuiy 
individual or firm of individuals (other than a company) for profes- 
sional services falling under Article 14. 

6. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneficial 
owner of the royalties or fees for included services, being a resident of a 
Contracting State, carries on business in the other Contracting State in 
which the royalties or fees for included services arise, through a permanent 
establishment situated therein and the contract in respect of which the 
royalties or fees for Included services are paid is effectively connected with 
such permanent establishment. In such case, the provisions of Article 7 
shall apply. 

7. Royalties and fees included services shall be deemed to arise in a 
Contracting State when the payer is that State itself, a political sub-division, 
a local authority or a resident of that State. Where, however, the person 
paying the royalties or fees for included services, whether he Is a resident 
of a Contracting State or not, has in a Contracting State a permanent 
establishment in connection with which the liability to pay the royalties or 
fees for included services was incurred, and such royalties or fees for included 
services are borne by such permanent establishment, then such royalties 
or fees for included services shall be deemed to arise in the State in which 
the permanent establishment is situated. 

8. Where, by reason of a special relationship between the payer and the 
beneficial owner or between both of them and some other person, the 
amount of the royalties or fees for included services paid exceeds the amount 
which would have been paid in the absence of such relationship, the 
provisions of this article shall apply only to the last-mentioned amount. In 
such case, the excess part of the payments shall remain taxable according 
to the laws of each Contracting State, due regard being had to the other 
provisions of this Agreement. 

Article 13 
Capital gains 

1. Gains derived by a resident of a Contracting State from the alienation 
of immovable property referred to fiTArticle 6 and situated in the other 
Contracting State may be taxed in that other State. 
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2. Gains from the alienation of movable property forming part of ttie 
business property of a permanent establishment which an enterprise of a 
Contracting State has in the other Contracting. State, including such gains 
from the alienation of such a permanent establishment (alone or with whole 
enterprise), may be taxed in that other State. 

3. Gains from the alienation of ships or aircraft operated in international 
traffic, or movable property pertaining to the operation of such ships or 
aircrafts, shall be taxable only in the Contracting State in which the place 
of effective management of the enterprise is situated. 

4. Gains from the alienation of shares of a company, the property of which 
consists principally of movable property situated in a Contracting State, 
may be taxed in that State. 

5. (a) Gains from the alienation of shares in a company which is a resident 

of a Contracting State shall be taxable only in the Contracting State 
of which the alienator is a resident. 

(b) Notwithstanding the provision of sub-paragraph (a), India may tax 
gains from the alienation of shares in a company which is a resident 
of India. 

(1) if the shares form part of at least a 10 per cent interest in the 
capital stock of that company, or 

(ii) in other cases if the alienation takes place to a resident of that 
State. 

In these cases the provisions of paragraph 1, sub-paragraph (b) of Article 
21 shall apply. 

6. Gains from the alienation of any property other than that referred to 
in paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, shall be taxable only in the Contracting 
State of which the alienator is a resident. 

Article 14 
Personal Services 

1. Subject to the provisions of Articles IS, 17, 18, 19 and 20, salaries, 
wages and other similar remuneration in respect of all employment as well 
as Income in respect of professional services or other activities of an 
independent character, derived by an individual resident of a Contracting 
State, shall be teixable only in that State, unless the employment, services 
or activities are exercised or performed in the other Contracting State. If 
the employment, services or activities are so exercised or performed, such 
remuneration or income as is derived therefrom may be taxed in that other 
State. 

2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1 , remuneration or income 
derived by a resident of a Contracting State in respect of an employment. 
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Mrvices or activities exercised or performed in the other Contracting S' 
^all be taxable only in the first-mentioned State if: 

(a) the recipient is present in the other State for a period or peri 
not exceeding in the aggregate 183 days in the fiscal year, 

(b) the remuneration or income is paid by, or on behalf of, a per 
who is not a resident of the other State, and 

(c) the remuneration or income is not borne by a permement es 
llshment which that person has in the other State. 

3. Notwithstanding the preceding provisions of this Article, remunera 
derived in respect of an employment exercised abroad a ship or air 
operated in International traffic shall be taxable only in the Contrac 
State in which the place of effective management of the enterprise is sltua 

Article 15 
Directors* Fees 

Directors' fees and similar payments derived by resident of a Contrac 
State in his capacity as a member of the Board of Directors of a comp 
which is a resident of the other Contracting State shall be taxable on 
that other Contracting State. 

Article 16 

Artistes and Athletes 

1. Notwithstanding the provisions of Articles 7 and 14, income der 
by entertainers (such as stage, motion picture, radio or television art! 
and musicians) or athletes, from their personal activities as such sha 
taxable only in the Contracting State in which these activities are exerc 

2. Where income as a result of personal activities as such exercised 
Contracting State by an entertaUier or athlete accrues not to that enterta 
or athlete himself but to another person, that income may, notwithstam 
the provisions of Articles 7 and 14, be taxed in that Contracting S 

3. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply If the visit 
Contracting State of the entertainer or the athlete is directly or indir 
supported, wholly or substantially, from the public funds of the c 
Contracting State, including any political sub-division, local authorit 
statutory body of that other State. 

Article 17 

Pension and Annuities 

1. Any pension (other than a pension referred to in Article 18) or ann 
derived by a resident of a Contracting State shall be taxable only in 
State. 

2f. The term “pension” means a periodic payment made in considera 
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of past employment or by way of compensation for injuries received In the 
course of the performance of services. 

3. The term ‘‘annuity” means a stated sum payable periodically at stated 
times, during life or during a specific or ascertainable period of Ume, under 
an obligation to make the payments in return for adequate and full condderatlon 
in money or money's worth. 

Article 18 

Government Remuneration and Pension* 

1. Remuneration, other than a pension, paid by the Government of a 
Contracting State to any Individual who is a citizen of that State in respect 
of services rendered in the discharge of governmental functions in the other 
Contracting State shall be taxable only in the first-mentioned State. 

2. Any pension paid by the Government of a Contracting State to any 
individual in respect of services rendered shall be taxable only in that 
Contracting State. 

3. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article shall not apply 
to payments in respect of services rendered in connection with any business 
carried on by the Government of either of the Contracting States for the 
purpose of profit, 

4. For the purposes of this Article, the term ‘‘Government’’ shall include 
any State Government, canton or local or statutory audiority of either 
Contracting State and in particular the Reserve Bank of India and the Swiss 
National Bank. 

Article 19 

Students and Apprentices 

1 . Payments which a student or business apprentice who Is or was immediately 
before visiting a Contracting State a resident of the other Contracting State 
and who is present in the first-mentioned State solely for the purpose of 
his education or training receives for the purpose of bis maintenance, 
education or training shall not be taxed in that State, provided that such 
payments arise from sources outside that State. 

2. In respect of grants, scholarships and remuneration from employment 
not covered by paragraph 1, a student or business apprentice described 
in paragraph 1 shall, in addition, be entitled during such education or training 
to the same exemptions, reliefs or reductions in respect of taxes available 
to residents of the State which he is visiting. 

Article 20 

Professors, Teachers and Researchers 

1. An Individual who is or was a resident of a Contracting State and who 
visits the other Contracting State for a period not exceeding 24 months 
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for the primary purpose of teaching or engaging in research, or both, at 
a university or other recognised education^ institution shall be exempt from 
tax in that other Contracting State on his income from personal services 
for teaching or reserach at the university or the recognised educational 
institution. 

2. This Article shall not apply to income from research if such research 
is undertaken primarily for the private benefit of spreclflc person or persons. 

Article 21 

Elimination of Double Taxation 

1. (a) Subject to any provisions of the law of India which may from time 

to time be in force and which relates to the relief of teuces paid 
in a country outside India, where a resident of India derives income 
which, in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement, may 
be taxed in Switzerland, India shall allow as a deduction from the 
tax on the income of that resident an amount equal to the income- 
tax paid in Switzerland whether directly or by deduction. Such 
deduction shall not, however, exceed part of the income-tzw (as 
computed before the deduction is given) which is attributable to the 
income which may be taxed in Switzerland. 

(b) Where a resident of Switzerland derives gains from the alienation 
of shares which may be taxed in India according to Article 13, 
paragraph 5, sub-paragraph (b), India shall allow as a deduction 
from tax on that Income, an amount equal to the income-tzuc paid 
in Switzerland on these capital gains. The deduction shall not, 
however, exceed that part of the Indian Income-teuc, which is 
imposed on these capital gains. 

2 . (a) Where a resident of Switzerland derives income which , in accordance 

with the provisions of this Agreement may be taxed in India, 
Switzerland shall, subject to the provisions of sub-paragraphs (b), 
(c) and (d), exempt such income from tax but may, in calculating 
tax on the remaining income of that resident, apply the rate of tax 
which would have been applicable if the exempted income had not 
been so exempted; provided, however, that such exemption shall 
apply to gains referred to in paragraph 4 of Article 13 only if actual 
taxation of such gains in India is demonstrated. 

(b) Where a resident of Switzerland derives dividends, interest, royalties 
or fees for included services which, in accordance with the provisions 
of Articles 10, 11 and 12, may be taxed in India, Switzerland shall 
allow, upon request a relief to such resident. The relief may consist 
of — 

(i) a credit from the Swiss tax on the income of that resident of 
an amount equal to the tax levied In India in accordance with 
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the provisions of Articles 10, 1 1 and 12; such credit shall not, 
however, exceed that part of the Swiss tax, as computed before 
the credit is given, which is appropriate to the income which 
may be taxed in India; or 

(ii) a lump sum reduction of the Swiss tax; or 

(ill) a partial exemption of such dividends. Interest, royalties or fees 
for included services from Swiss tax, in any case consisting at 
least of the deduction of the tax levied in India from the gross 
amount of the dividends, interest, royzdties or fees for Uicluded 
services. 

Switzerland shall determine the applicable relief and regulate the procedure 
in accordance with the Swiss provisions relating to the carrying out of 
International conventions of the Swiss Confederation for the avoidemce of 
double taxation. 

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of sub-paragraph (b), where a resident 
of Switzerland derives interest, royalties or fees for included services, 
which, in accordance with Articles 1 1, paragraph 2 and 12, paragraph 
2, sub-paragraph (a) may be taxed in India, Switzerland shall allow, 
upon request, a relief to such resident which may consist of — 

(i) A. a deduction of 5 per cent of the gross amount of such interest 
referred to in Article 11, paragraph 2; 

B. during the first five calendar years for which this Agreement has 
effect, 

(1) for royalties and fees for included services referred to In Article 
12, paragraph 2, sub-paragraph (a)(i)(A): 

(aa) a deduction of 5 per cent of the gross amount, of royalties 
or of fees for included services covered by Article 12, 
paragraph 4, sub-paragraph (b)(i); 

(bb) a deduction of 10 per cent of the gross amount of fees 
for included services covered by Article 12, paragraph 4, 
sub-paragraph (b)(ii); 

(2) for royalties and fees for Included services referred to in Article 
12, paragraph 2, sub-paragraph (a)(i)(B): 

(aa)a deduction of 10 per cent of the gross amount of royalties 
or of fees for included services covered by Article 12, 
paragraph 4 sub-paragraph (b)(i); 

(bb)a deduction of 15 per cent of the gross amount of fees for 
Included services covered by Article 12, paragraph 4, sub- 
paragraph (b)(il)-, 

C. during the subsequent years for which this Agreement has effect: 
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(aa) a deduction of 5 per cent of the gross amount of royalties referred 
to In Article 12, paragraph 2, sub-paragraph (^(11) or of fees 
for included services covered by Article 12, paragraph 4, sub- 
paragraph {b){i); 

(bb) a deduction of 10 per cent of the gross amount of fees for 
included services covered by Article 12, paragraph 4, sub- 
paragraph (b)(ii); 

(11) a credit from the Swiss tax on die income of that resident, as computed 
by reference to the relief referred to in the foregoing sub-paragraph 
of an amount of — 10 per cent of the gross amount of the Interest 
referred to In Article 11, paragraphs. 

B. 10 per cent of the gross amount of the fees for Included services 
covered by Article 12, paragraph 2, sub-paragraph (a), and of the 
fees for included services covered by Article 12, paragraph 4, sub- 
paragraph (b)(i); 

C. 5 per cent of the gross amount of the fees for included services 
covered by Article 12, paragraph 4 sub-paragraph (b)(il). 

Such credit shall, however, be determined pursuant to the general principles 
of the relief referred to in sub-paragraph (b) of this paragraph. 

(d) Where a resident of Switzerland derives Interest dealt with in section 
10(4) and 10(15)(lv)(c) of the Indian Income-tax Act of 1961 and 
referred to in Article 1 1, paragraph 4, sub-paragraph (d), Switzerland 
shall allow, upon request, a relief to such resident of an amount 
equal to 10 per cent of the gross amount of the Interest. 

Article 22 
Non-discrimination 

1. The nationals of a Contracting State shall not be subjected in the other 
Contracting State to any taxation or any requirement connected therewith 
which is other or more burdensome than the taxation and connected 
requirements to which nationals of that other State in the same circumstances 
and under the same conditions are or may be subjected. 

2. Nothing contained in this Article shall be construed as obliging a 
Contracting State to grant to persons not residents in that State any personal 
allowances, reliefs and reductions for taxation purposes which are by law 
available only to persons who are so resident. 

3. Enterprises of a Contracting State, the capital of which is wholly or 
partly owned or controlled, directly or indirectly, by one or more residents 
of the other Contracting Stafg^shall not be subjected in the first-mentioned 
Contracting State to any taxation or any requirement connected therewith 
whlc^ Is other or more burdensome than the taxation and connected 
requh'ements to which other similar enterprises of that first-mentioned State 
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are or may be subjected In die same circumstances and under the s«ne 
conditions. 

4. bn this Article, the term “taxation” means taxes which are the mbject 
of this Agreement. 

Article 23 

Mutual Agreement Procedure 

1. Where a resident of a Contracting State considers that the actions of 
one or both of the Contracting States result or will result for him in taxation 
not In accordance with this Agreement, he may, notwithstanding the 
remedies provided by the national laws of the those States, present his case 

^ to the competent authority of the Contracting State of which he is a resident. 

The case must be presented within three years from the first notification 
of the action giving rise to taxation not in accordance with the Agreement. 

2. The competent authority shall endeavour, if the objection appears to 
it to be justified and if it is not Itself able to arrive at an appropriate solution, 
to resolve the case by mutual agreement with the competent authority of 
the other Contracting State, with a view to the avoidance of taxation which 
is not in accordance with the agreement. 

3. The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall endeavour 
to resolve by mutual agreement any difficulties or doubts arising as to the 
Interpretation of application of the Agreement. They may also consult 
together for the elimination of double taxation in cases not provided for 
in the Agreement. 

4. The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall settle the 
limitations provided for in Articles 10, 11 and 12. 

5. The competent authorities of the Contracting States may communicate 
with each other directly for the purpose of reaching an agreement in the 
sense of the preceding paragraphs. When it seems advisable in order to 
reach agreement to have an oral exchange of opinions, such exchange may 
take place through a Commission consisting of representatives of the 
competent authorities of the Contracting States. 

Article 24 

Exchange of Information 

1. The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall exchange such 
information (being information which is at their disposal under their respective 
taxation laws in the normal course of administration) as is necesseuy for 
carrying out the provisions of this Agreement in relation to the taxes which 
are the subject of this Agreement. Any information so exchanged shall be 
treated as secret and shall not be disclosed to any persons other than those 
concerned with the assessment and collection of the taxes which are the 
subject of this Agreement. No information as aforesaid shall be exchanged 
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which would disclose any trade, business, Industrial or professional secret 
or trade process. 

2. In no case shall be provisions of this Article be construed as Imposing 
upon either of the Contracting States the obligation to carry our admin- 
istrative measures at variance with the regulations and practice of either 
Contracting State or which would be contrary to its sovereignty, security 
or public policy or to supply particulars which are not procurable under 
its own legislation or that of the State making application. 

Article 25 

Diplomatic and Consular Officials 

Nothing in this Agreement shall affect the fiscal privileges of diplomatic 
or consular officials under the general rules of international law or under 
the provisions of special agreements. 

Article 26 
Entry into force ' 

1. This Agreement shall come into force when the Contracting States have 
notified each other through diplomatic channels that all legcd requirements 
and procedure for giving effect to this Agreement have been satisfied. 

2. This Agreement shall enter into force upon the date of such notification 
and its provisions shall have effect : 

(a) in India, in respect of income arising in any fiscal year beginning 
on or after the first day of April next following the calendar year 
in which the Agreement enter into force; and 

(b) in Switzerland, in respect of income arising in any fiscal year 
beginning on or after the first day of January next following the 
calendar year in which the Agreement enters into force. 

3. The Agreement between the Government of India and the Swiss Federal 
Council concerning the taxation of enterprises operating aircraft signed at 
New Delhi on 28th August, 1958 ( In this Article called “the 1958 
Agreement") shall cease to have effect with respect to taxes to whteh the 
Agreement applies when the provisions of this Agreement become effective 
in accordance with paragraph 2. 

4. The 1958 Agreement shall terminate on the expiration of the last date 
on which it has effect in accordance with the foregoing provisions of this 
Article. 

Article 27 
T^mination 

This Agreement shall continue In effect indefinitely but either of the Contracting 
States may, on or before the thirtieth day of June in any calendar year. 
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give notice of termination to the other Contracting State and, in such event 
this Agreement shall cease to be effective : 

(a) in India, in respect of Income arising ih any fiscal year begihnirrg 
on or after the first day of April next following the calendar year 
in which the notice of termination is given; and 

(b) in Switzerland, in respect of income arising in any fiscal year 
beginning- on or after the first day of January next following the 
calendar year in which the notice of termination is given. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorised thereto, 
have signed the present Agreement. 

Done in duplicate at New Delhi this 2nd day of November, one thousand 
nine hundred and ninety four In Hindi, German, and Engllsli languages, 
all the texts being equally authentic, except in the case of doubt when the 
English text shall prevail. 

For the Government of the Republic For the Swiss Federal Council: 
of India : 

Sd.A Sd.A 

fT.S. SRINIVASAN) (JEAN-PIERRE ZEHNDER) 

Chairman, Central Board of Direct Taxes, Ambassador of Switzerland in 
Ministry of Finance India 

PROTOCOL 

to the Agreement between the republic of India and the Swiss confederation’ 
for the avoidance of double taxation with respect to taxes on Income. 

At the signing of the Agreement concluded today between the Government 
of the Republic of India and the Swiss Federal Courcll for the avoidance 
of double tcixation with respect to taxes on Income, the undersigned have 
agreed upon the following additional provisions which shall form an Integral 
part of the said Agreement. 

1. With reference to Article 5 

It is understood that the remuneration for furnishing of services covered 
by the sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 2 shall be taxed according to Article 
7 or, on request of the enterprise, according to the rates provided for in 
paragraph 2, sub-paragraph (a) of Article 12, 

With respect to paragraph 3 of Article 5 it is understood that the maintenance 
of a stock of goods or merchandise for the purpose of delivery, or facilities 
used for delivery of goods and merchandise do not constitute a permanent 
establishment as long as the conditions of paragraphs 2 or 4 of the same 
Article are not fulfilled. 

With r •T' 't to r r nr-nh ^ Artt'*! > *1 U i- imH i th t •* r r i 
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who habitually secures orders in a Contracting State wholly or almost whoUy 
for the enterprise Itself, shall be deemed to be a permanent establishment 
of that enterprise only if such person habitually represents to persons offering 
to buy goods or merchandise that acceptance of and order by such person 
constitutes the agreement of the enterprise to supply goods or merchandise 
under the terms and conditions specified in the order, 

2. With reference to Article 7 

With respect to paragraph 1 of Article 7 it is understood that the words 
“directly or indirectly" mean, for the purposes of this Article, that where 
a permanent establishment takes an active part in negotiating, concluding 
or fulfilling contracts entered into by the enterprise, then, notwithstanding 
that other parts of the enterprise have also participated in those transactions, 
there shall be attributed to the permanent establishment that proportion 
of profits of the enterprise arising out of those contracts as the contribution 
of the permanent establishment to those transactions bears to that the 
enterprise as a whole. It is also understood that profits shall be regarded 
as attributable to the permanent establishment to the above mentioned 
extent, even when the contracts in question are made directly with the head 
office of the enterprise rather than with the permanent establishment. 

In the case of contracts for the survey, supply, installation or construction 
of industrial, commercial or scientific equipment or premises, or of public 
works, which are carried out by an enterprise having a permanent estab- 
lishment, In a Contracting State the business profits of such permanent 
establishment shall not be determined on the basis of the total amount of 
the contract, but shall be determined only on the basis of that part of the 
contract which is effectively carried out by the permanent establishment 
in the State where the permanent establishment is situated; the profits related 
to that part of the contract which is carried out outside that Contracting 
State by the head office of the enterprise shall be tcixable only in the State 
of which the enterprise is a resident , provided that the amount payable 
is not covered under the provisions of Article 12. 

3. With reference to Articles 10,11 and 12 

If after the signature of this Agreement under any Convention or Agreement 
between India and a third State which is a member of the OECD India 
should limit its taxation at source on dividends. Interest, royalties or fees 
for included services to a rate lower or a scope more restricted than the 
rate or scope provided for in this Agreement on the said items of income, 
then,, Switzerland and India shall enter into negotiations without undue delay 
in order to provide the same treatment to Switzerland as that pro\dded to 
the third State. 

4. With reference to Article 12 

It Is understood that gains derived from the alienation of a right or a property 
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mentioned in a paragraph 3 of Article 12 may be taxed according to Article 
7 or Article 13. However, gains derived from the alienation of any such 
right or property which are contingent on the profits, productivity or use 
thereof may be taxed according to Article 12. 

5. With reference to Article 23 

With respect to paragraph 2 it is understood that if the mutual agreement 
procedure has been Introduced within five years from the moment when 
the tax assessment became final, then any agreement reached shall be 
implemented notwithstanding any time limits in the domestic law of the 
Contracting States. 

In WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorised thereto, 
have signed the present Protocol. Done in duplicate at New De^hi this 2nd 
day of November, one thosuand nine hundred and ninety four in the Hindi 
German and English languages, all the texts being equally authentic, except 
in the case of doubt when the English text shall prevail. 

For the Government of the republic of India ; For the Swiss Federal Council: 
Sd./- Sd./- 


(T.S. SRINIVASAN) 

Chairman, 

Central Board of Direct Taxes, 
Ministry of Finance : 


(JEAN-PIERRE ZEHNDER) 
Ambassador of Switzerland in 
India 

IF. No. 501/7/73-FTD} 


CIRCULAR / INCOME-TAX 

Circular No. 704 

Dated 28-4-1995 

Sub :Instructions regarding determination of the ‘date of 
transfer’ and holding period for purposes of capital gains 
qua transactions in securities 

Under the provisions of sub-section (42A) of section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961, the shares held in a company or any other security listed in 
a recognised stock exchange in India or units of the Unit Trust of India 
or units of mutual fund specified under section 10(23D) shall be regarded 
as short-term capital assets if they are held by an assessee for not more 
than 1 2 months Immediately preceding the date of its transfer. Qarificatlons 
have been sought as to which date should be regarded as the date of transfer 
and also about the date from which the holding period of the securities 
should be reckoned. Clarifications have also been sought as to how the 
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holding periods will be computed for the purposes of capital gains when 
the securities, purchased in several lots at different points of time and v^4ilch 
are taken delivery of in one lot, are subsequently sold in parts and no 
correlation of the dates of purchase and sale is available. 

2. When the securities are transacted through stock exchange, it is the 
established procedure that the broker first enter into contracts for purchase/ 
sale of securities and thereafter, follow it up with delivery of shares, 
accompanied by transfer deeds duly signed by the registered holders. The 
seller is entitled to receive the consideration agreed to as on the date of 
contract. The Board are. of the opinion that it is the date of broker’s note 
that should be treated as the date of transfer in cases of sale transactions 
of securities provided such transactions are followed up by delivery of shares 
and also the transfer deeds. Similarly, in respect of the purchasers of the 
securities, the holding period shall be reckoned from the date of the broker’s 
note for purchase on behalf of the investors. In case the transactions take 
place directly between the parties and not through stock exchanges the 
date of contract of sale as declared by the parties shall be treated as the 
date of transfer provided it is followed up by actual delivery of share and 
the transfer deeds. 

3. As regards the second issue, where securities are acquired in several 
lots at different points of time, the Rrst-ln-Flrst-out (FIFO) method shall 
be adopted to reckon the period of the holding of the security, in case 
where the date of purchase and sale could not be correlated through specific 
numbers of the scrips. In other words, the assets acquired last will be taken 
to be remaining with the assessee while assets acquired first will be treated 
as sold. Indexation, wherever applicable, for long-term assets will be regulated 
on the basis of the holding period determine in this manner. 


NOTIFICATION / INCOME-TAX 

Notification No. 9753 — Dated 21-4-1995 — Notification u/a. 90 
of the IT Act, 1961 — Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement 
between Govt, of the Republic of India and the Kingdom of Spain 

Whereas the annexed Convention between the Government of the Republic 
of India and the Kingdom of Spain for the avoidance of double taxation 
and the prevention of fiscal evasion with respect to taxes on income and 
on capital has entered into. force on 12th Jan., 1995 after the exchange 
of Instruments of Rectification as required by paragraph 2 of Article 30 
of the said Convention; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 90 of the 
Income-tax Act, 196 1 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby directs 
that all the provisions of the said Convention shall be given effect to in 
the Union of India. 
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CONVENTION 
BETWEEN THE 
REPUBUC OF INDIA 
AND THE 

KINGDOM OF SPAIN 

FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAXATION 
AND THE PREVENTION OF FISCAL EVASION 
WITH RESPECT TO TAXES ON INCOME AND ON CAPITAL 

The Government of the Republic of India and the Government of the 
Kingdom of Spain desiring to conclude a Convention for the Avoidance 
of Double Taxation and the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion with respect to 
taxes on Income and on Capital have agreed as follows : 

Article 1 
Personal scope 

This Convention shall apply to persons who are residents of one or both 
of the Contracting States. 

Article 2 
Taxes covered 

1. This Convention shall apply to taxes on Income and on capital Imposed 
on behalf of a Contracting State irrespective of the manner in which they 
are levied. 

2. There shall be regarded as taxes on Income and on capital all taxes 
imposed on total income, on total capital, or on elements of income or 
of capital, Including taxes on gains from the alienation of movable or 
immovable property, taxes on the total amounts of wages or salaries paid 
by enterprises, as well as taxes on capital appreciation. 

3. The existing taxes to which the Convention shall apply apply arc in 
particular : 

(a) in Spain : 

(i) The Income-tax on Individuals (el Impuesto sobre la Renta de 
las Personas Fislcas); 

(ii) The Corporation Tax (el Impuesto sobre Sociedadcs); 

(ili) The Capital tax (el Impuesto sobre el patrimonlo); 

(hereinafter referred to as “Spanish Tax"). 

(b) in India : 

(1) The income-tax including any surcharge thereon; 

(ii) The surtax; and 
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(Hi) The wealth-tax 

(hereinafter referred to as “Indian tax"). 

4. This Convention shall also apply to any Identical or substantially similar 
taxes which are imposed after the date of signature of this Convention In 
addition to, or in place of, the existing taxes. The competent authorities 
of the Contracting State shall notify to each other any significant changes 
which have been made in their respective taxation laws. 

Article 3 

General definitions 

1. in this Convention, unless the context otherwise requires : 

(a) the term “Spain' means the territory of Spain and includes the 
territorial sea and airspace above It. It also Includes any other 
maritime zone In which Spain has sovereign rights, other rights 
and Jurisdiction, according to the Spanish law and In accordance 
with International law; 

(b) the term 'India' means the territory of India' and Includes the 
territorial sea and airspace above it. It also includes any other 
maritime zone in which India has sovereign rights, other rights and 
Jurisdictions, according to the India Law and In accordance with 
International law; 

(c) the terms “ a Contracting State" and “the other Contracting State* 
mean Spain or India as the context requires; 

(d) the term “tax" means “Indian tax” or “Spanish tax", as the context 
requires; 

(e) the term “person" Includes an Individual, a company, any other 
body of persons or any other errtlty which is treated as a taxable ' 
unit under the taxation laws in force In the respective Contracting 
State; 

(f) the term “company' means any body corporate or any entity which 
is treated as a company or body corporate under the taxation laws 
in force In the respective Contracting State; 

(g) the terms “enterprise of a Contracting State’ and “enterprise of 
the other Contracting State” mean, respectively, an enterprise 
carried on by a resident of a Contracting State and an enterprise 
carried on by a resident of the other Contracting State; 

(h) the term “national” means : 

(i) any individual possessing the nationality of a Contracting State; 

(ii) any legal person, partnership and association deriving its status 
as such from the law in force in a Contracting State-, 
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(l) the terra International traffic’ means any transport by a or 
air craft operated by an enterprise of contracting state except «dien 
the ship or air craft is operated solely between places in the other 
contracting states; 

(]) the term “competent authority" means 

(i) in the case of Spain, the Minister of Economy and Finance 
or his authorised representative. 

(ii) in the case of India, the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Finance (Department of Revenue) or its authorised repre- 
sentative. 

2. in the application of this Convention by a Contracting State, any term 
not defined therein shall, unless the context otherwise requires, have the 
meaning which it has under the law of that Contracting State relating to 
the taxes which are the subject of this Convention. 

Article 4 
Resident 

1. For the purposes of this Convention, the term “resident of a Contracting 
State” means any person who, under the laws of that State, is liable to 
taxation therein by reason of his domicile, residence, place of management 
or any other criterion of similar nature, but this term does not Include any 
person who Is liable to tax In that State In respect only of income from 
sources In that State, or capital situated therein. 

2. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1 an Individual Is a 
resident of both Contracting States, then his status shall be determined In 
accordance with the following rules : 

(a) He shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting State in 
which he has a permanent home available to him. If he has a 
permanent home available to him in both Contracting States, he 
shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting States with 
which his personal and economic relations are closer (centre of 
vital interests). 

(b) If the Contracting States in which he has his centre of vital interests 
cannot be determined, or if he has not a permanent hom^ avllablc 
to him In either Contracting State, he shall be deemed to be a 
resident of the Contracting State in which he has an habitual abode. 

(c) If he has a habitual abode in both Contracting States or in neither 
of them, he shall be deemed to be a resident of the Contracting 
State of which he is a national. 

(d) if he is a national of both (Contracting States or of neither of them, 
the competent authorities of the Contracting States shall settle the 
question by mutual agreement. 
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3. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1 a person other than 
an individual is a resident of both Contracting States, then it shall be deemed 
to be a resident of the Contracting State in which its place of effective 
management is situated. 

Article 5 

Permanent Establishment 

1 . For the purposes of this Convention, the term “permanent establishment” 
means a fixed place of business through which the business of an enterprise 
is wholly or partly carried on. 

2. The term “permanent establishment” includes especially : 

(a) a place of management; 

(b) a branch; 

(c) an office; 

(d) a factory; 

(e) a workshop; 

(0 a mine, an oil or gas well, a quarry or any other place of extraction 
of natural resources; 

(g) a warehouse in relation to a person providing storage facilities for 
others; 

(h) a farm, plantation or other place where agriculture, forestry, 
plantation or related activities are carried on; 

(i) a premises used as a sales outlet; 

0) an installation or structure used for the exploration or exploitation 
of natural resources, but only if so used for a period of more than 
three months; 

(k) a building site or construction. Installation or assembly project or 
supervisory activities in connection therewith, where such site, 
project or activities (together with other such sites, projects or 
activities, if any) continue for a period of more than six months 
in any twelve month period, or where such project or supervisory 
. activity, being incidential to the sale of machinery or equipment, 
continues for a period not exceeding six months and the charges 
payable for the project or supervisory activity exceed 10% of the 
sale price of the machinery and equipment. 

Provided that, for the purpose of this paragraph an enterprise shall be 
deemed to have a permanent establlsfunent in a Contracting State and to 
carry on business through that permanent establishment if it provides 
services or facilities in connection with or supplies plant and machinery 
on hire used or to be used In, the prospecting for, or extraction or production 
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of nnlneral oils In tiie State if the activities continue for a period of more 
them thirty days In any twelve month period. 

3. Notwithstanding the preceding provisions of this Article, the term 
“permanent establishment” shall be deemed not to include : 

(a) the use of facilities solely for the p>urpose of storage or display 
of goods or merchandise belonging to the enterprise; 

(b) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging 
to the enterprise solely for the purpose of storage or dispby; 

(c) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging 
to the enterprise solely for the purpose of processing by another 
enterprise; 

(d) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of purchasing goods and merchandise, or of collecting information 
for the enterprise; 

(e) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of advertising, for supply of information, for scientific researdi or 
for similar activities which have a preparatory or auxiliary character, 
for the enterprise. 

4. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, where a person — 
other than an agent of an independent status to whom paragraph 5 applies — 
is acting in a Contracting State on behalf of an enterprise of the other 
Contracting State that enterprise shall be deemed to have a permanent 
establishment in the first-mentioned State, if 

(a) he has and habitually exercises in that State an authority to conclude 
contracts on behalf of the enterprise, unless his activities are limited 
to the purchase of goods or merchandise for the enterprise. 

(b) he has no such authority, but habitually maintains in the first- 
mentioned State a stock of goods or merchandise from which he 
regularly delivers goods or merchandise on behalf of the enterprise. 

5. An enterprise of a Contracting State shall not be deemed to have a 
permanent establishment in the other Contracting State merely because 
it carries on business in that other State through a broker, general commission 
agent or any other agent of an independent status, provided that such 
persons are acting in the ordinary course of their business. However, when 
the activities of such an agent are devoted wholly or almost wholly on behalf 
of that enterprise itself or on behalf of that enterprise and other enterprises 
ccmtrolling, controlled by, or subject to the same common control, as that 
enterprise, he will not be considered an agent of an independent status within 
the meaning of this paragraph. 

6 . The fact that a company which Is a resident of a Contracting State controls 
or is controlled by a company which is a resident of the oth^ Contracting 
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State, or which canies on business in that other State (whether through 
a permanent establishment or otherwise), shall not of itself constitute either 
company a permanent establishment of the other. 

Article 6 

Income from Immovable Property 

1. income derived by a resident of a Contracting State from bnmovable 
property (including Income from agriculture or forestry) situated in the other 
Contracting State may be taxed In that other State. 

2. The term “immovable property* shall have the meaning which it has 
under the law of the Contracting State in which the property in question 
is situated. The term shall in any case include property accessory to 
immovable property, usufruct of Immovable property and rights to variable 
or fixed payments as consideration for the working of, or the right to work, 
mineral deposits, sources and other natural resources. Ships, boats and 
aircraft shall not be regarded as immovable property. 

3. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall also apply to income derived from 
the direct use, letting or use in any other from of immovable property. 

4. The provisions of paragraph 1 and 3 shall also apply to the income 
from immovable property of an enterprise and to income from immovable 
property used for the performance of Independent personal services. 

Article 7 
Business Profits 

1. The profits of an enterprise of a Contracting State shall be taxable only 
in that State unless the enterprise carries on business in the other Contracting 
State through a permanent establishment situated therein. If the enterprise ' 
carries on business as aforesaid, the profits of the enterprise may be taxed 
in the other State but only so much of them as is attributable to (a) that 
permanent establishment; (b) sales in that other State of goods or merchan- 
dise of the same or similar kind as those sold through that permanent 
establishment; or (c) other business activities carried on in that other State 
of the same or similar kind as those effected through that permanent 
establishment. 

2. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 3, where an enterprise of a 
Contracting State carries on business in the other Contracting State through 
a permanent establishment situated therein, there shall in each Contracting 
State be attributed to that permanent establishment the profits which it might 
be expected to make if it were a distinct and separate enterprise engaged 
in the same or similar activities under the same or similar conditions and 
dealing wholly Independently with the enterprise of which it is a permement 
establishment. 

3. In the determination of the profits of a permanent establishment, there 
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^edl be allowed as deduction expenses u4iich are Incurred for the purposes 
of the permanent establishment. Including executive and general admin- 
istrative expenses, reserach and development expenses, interest and'o|her 
similar expenses so incurred, whether in the State In which the permanent 
establishment Is situated or elsewhere, in accordance with the provisions 
of and subject to the limitations of the taxation laws of that State. However, 
no such deduction shall be allowed in respect of amounts, if any, paid 
(otherwise than towards reimbursement of actual expenses) by the perma- 
nent establishment to the head office of the enterprise or any of its other 
offices, by way of royalties, fees or other similar payments in return for 
the use of patents, know-how or other rights, or by way of commission 
or other charges, for specific services performed or for management, 
or .except in the case of a banking enterprise, by way of Interest on moneys 
lent to the permanent establishment. Likewsie, no account shall be taken, 
in the determination of the profits of a permanent establishment, for amounts 
charged (otherwise than towards reimbursement of actual expenses) by the 
permanent establishment to the head office of the enterprise or any of its 
other offices, by way of royallties, fees or other similar payments in return 
for the use of patents, know-how or other rights, or by way of commission 
or other charges for specific services performed or for management, or, 
except in the case of a banking enterprlse.by way of Interest on moneys 
lent to the head office of the enterprise or any of its other offices. 

4 . No profits shall be attributed to a permanent establishment by reason 
of the mere purchase by that pjcrrnancnt establishment of goods or merchandise 
for the enterprise. 

5. For the purposes of the preceding paragraphs, the profits to be attributed 
to the permanent establishment shall be determined by the same method 
year by year unless there is good and sufficient reasons to the contrary. 

6. Where profits include items of income which are dealt with separately 
in other Articles of this Convention, then the provisions of those Articles 
shall not be affected by the provisions of this Article. 

Article 8 
Air Transport 

1 . Profits derived by an enterprise of a Contracting State from the operation 
of aircraft in international traffic shall be taxable only in that State. 

2. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall also apply to profits from the 
participation in a pool, a Joint business or an international operating agency. 

3. The term "operation of aircraft" shall mean business of transporation 
by air of passengers, mail, livestock or goods carried on by the owners 
or lessees or charterers of aircraft, including the sale of tickets for such 
transportation on behalf of other enterprises, the incidental leaise of aircraft 
nH any other activity directly connected with such transnortation. 
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Article 9 
Shipping 

1 . Profits derived by an enterprise of a Contracting State from the operation 
of ships in Intemationatl traffic shall be taxable only in that State. 

2. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall also apply to profits from the 
participation in a pool, a joint business or an international operating agency 
engaged in the operation of ships. 

3. For the purposes of this Article, profits derived from the operation of 
ships Include profits from the use, maintenance or rental of containers 
(including trailers and related equipment for the transport of containers) 
in connection with the transport of goods or merchandise in international 
traffic. 

Article 10 

Associated Enterprises 

Where 

(a) an enterprise of a Contracting State participates directly or indirectly 
in the management, control or capital of an enterprise of the other 
Contracting State, or 

(b) the same persons participate, directly or Indirectly in the manage- 
ment, control or capital of an enterprise of a Contracting State 
and an enterprise of the other Contracting State, 

and in either case conditions are made or Imposed between the two 
enterprises in their commercial or financial relations which differ from 
those which would be made between independent enterprises, then any 
profits which would, but for those conditions, have accrued to one of 
the enterprises but, by reason of those conditions, have not so accrued, 
may be Included In the profits of that enterprise and taxed accordingly. 

Article 11 
Dividends 

1. Dividends paid by a company which is a resident of a Contracting State 
to a resident of the other Contracting State may be taxed in that other 
State. 

2. However, such dividends may also be taxed in the Contracting State 
of which the company paying the dividends is a resident and according 
to the laws of that State, but if the recipient is the beneficial owner of the 
dividends the tax so charged shall not exceed 15% of the gross amount 
of the dividends. 

This paragraph shall not effecTthe taxation of the company in respect of 
the profits out of which the di\^dends are paid. 
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3. The term “diyidends” as used In this Article means Income from shares 
or other rights, not being debt-claims, participating in prohts, as well as 
Income from other corporate rights which is subjected to the same taxation 
treatment as income from shares by the laws of the State of w^ich the 
compcuiy making the distribution is a resident. 

4 . The provisions of paragraph 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneflciad 
owner of the dividends, being a resident of a Contracting State, cauries 
on business in the other Contracting State of which the company paying 
the dividends is a resident, through a permanent establishment situated 
therein, or performs in that other State independent personal services from 
a fixed base situated therein, and the holding in respect of which the 
dividends are paid is effectively connected with such permanent or fbced 
base. In such case the provisions of Article 7 or Article 15, as the case 
may be, shall apply. 

5. Where a company which is a resident of a Contracting State derives 
profits or Income from the other Contracting State, that other State may 
not impose any tax on the dividends paid by the company except insofar 
as such dividends are paid to a resident of that other State or Insofar as 
the holding in respect of which the dividends are paid Is effectively connected 
with a permanent establishment or a fixed base situated in that other State, 
nor subject the company’s undistributed profits to a tax on the company’s 
undistributed profits, even if the dividends paid or the undistributed profits 
consist wholly or partly or profits or Income arising in such other State. 

Article 12 
Interest 

1 . Interest arising in a Contracting State and paid to a resident of the other 
Contracting State may be taxed in that other State. 

2. However, such interest , may also be taxed in the Contracting State 
in which it arises and according to the laws of that State, but if the recipient 
is the beneficial owner of the interest the tax so charged shall not exceed 
15% of the gross amount of the Interest. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 2 : 

(a) Interest arising in a Contracting State shall be exempt from tax 
in that State provided it is derived and beneficially owned by : 

(i) the Government, a political sub-division or a local authority 
of the other Contracting State; or 

(11) the Central Bank of the other Contracting State; 

(b) interest arising in a Contracting State shall be exempt from tax 
in that Contracting State to the extent approved by the Government 
of that State if it is derived and beneficially owned by any person 
(other than a person referred to In sub-paragraph (a)J uAio is a 
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resident of the other Contracting State proved that the transaction 
giving rise to the debt-claim has been approved in this regard by 
the Government of the first-mentioned Contracting State. 

4 . The term “interest" as used in this Article means income from debt- 
claims of every kind, whether or not secured by mortgage and udiether 
or not carrying a right to participate in the debtor’s profits, and in particubr, 
Income from Government securities and Income from bonds or debentures, 
including premiums and prizes attaching to such securities, bonds or debentures. 
Penalty charges for late payment shall not be regarded as interest for the 
purpose of this Article. 

5. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneficial 
owner of the interest, being a resident of a Contracting State, carries on 
business in the other Contracting State in which the interest arises, through 
a permanent establishment situated therein, or performs In that other State 
independent personal services from a fixed base situated therein, and the 
debt-claim in respect of \vhich the interest is paid is effectively connected 
with such permanent establishment or fixed base. In such case the provisions 
of Article 7 or Article 15, as the case may be, shall apply. 

6. Interest shall be deemed to arise in a Contracting State when the payer 
Is that State itself, a political sub-division, a local authority or a resident 
of that State. Where, however, the person paying the interest whether 
he is a resident of a Contracting State or not, has in a Contracting State 
a permanent establishment or a fixed base in connection with which the 
indebtedness on which the Interest is paid was Incurred, and such Interest 
Interest is borne by such permanent establishment or fixed base, then such 
Interest shall be deemed to arise in the Contracting State in which the 
permanent establishment or fixed base is situated. 

7. Where, by reason of a special relationship between the payer and -the 
beneficial owner or between both of them and some other person, the 
amount of the Interest, having regard to the debt-claim for which it is paid, 
exceeds the amount which would have been agreed upon by the payer and 
the beneficial owner in the absence of such relationship, the provisions 
of this Article shall apply only to the last-mentioned amount. In such case, 
the excess part of the payments shall remain taxable according to the laws 
of each Contracting State, due regard being had to the other provisions 
of this Convention. 

Article 13 

Royalties and fees for Technical Services 

1 . Royalties and fees for technical services arising in a Contracting State 
and paid to a resident of the o^her Contracting State may be taxed In that 
. other State. 

2. However, such royalties and fees for technical services may zdso be taxed 
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in the Ccmtracting State in which they arise and according to the law of 
that State, but If the recipient is the l^neflcled owner of the royalties or 
fees for technical services, the tax so charged shall not exceed : 

(1) in the case of royalties relating to the payments for the of, 
or the right to use, industried, commercid or scientific equipment, 
10% of the gross amount of the royalties; 

(li) in the case of fees for technical services and other royalties, 20% 
of the gross amount of fees for technical services or royalties. 

3. The term “royalties” as used in this Article means payments of any kind 
received as a consideration for the use of, or the right to use, any copyright 
of literary, artistic or scientific work, including cinematographic films or 
films or tapes used for radio or television broadcasting, any patent, trade 
mark, design or model, plan, secret formula or process, or for the use of, 
or the right to use, Industrial, commercial or scientific equipment, or for 
information concerning industrial, commercial or scientific experience. 

4. The term “fees for technical services” as used in this Article means 
payments of any kind to any person other than payments to an employee 
of the person making the payments and to any individual for independent 
personal services mentioned in Article 15 (Independent Personal Services), 
in consideration for the services of a technical or consultancy nature, 
including the provision of services of technical or other personnel. 

5. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if the beneffcid 
owner of the royalties or fees for technical services, being a resident of 
a Gsntracting State, carries on business in the other Contracting State in 
which the royalties or fees for technical services arise, through a permanent 
establishment situated therein, or performs in that other State independent 
personal services from a fixed base situated therein, and the right, property 
or contract in respect of which the royalties or fees for technical services 
are paid is effectively connected with such permanent establishment or fbced 
base. In such case, the provisions of Article 7 or Article IS, as the case 
may be, shall apply. 

6. Royalties and fees for technical services shall be deemed to arise in a 
Contracting State when the payer is that State itself, a political sub-dlvlslon, 
a local authority or a resident of that State. Where, however, the person 
paying the royalties or fees for technical services whether he is a resident 
of a Contracting State or not, has in a Contracting State a permanent 
establishment or fixed base in connection with which the liability to pay 
the royalties or fees for technical services was incurred and such royalities 
or fees for technical services are borne by such permanent establishment 
or fixed base, then such royalties or fees for technical services shall be 
deemed to arise in the State in which the permanent establishment or fixed 
base is situated. 
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r. Where, by reason of a special relationship between the i>ayer and the 
erefidal owner or between both of them and some other person, the 
mount of the royalties or fees for technical services paid, exceeds the 
mount which would have been paid in the absence of such relationship, 
e provisions of this Article shall apply only to the last-mentioned amount, 
such case, the excess part of the payments shall remain taxable according 
the laws of each Contracting State, due regard being had to the other 
ovlslons of this Convention. 

Article 14 
Capital Gains 

Gains derived by a resident of a Contracting State from the alienation 
immovable property, referred to in Article 6, and situated in the other 
intracting State may be taxed in that other State. 

Gains from the alienation of movable property forming part of the 
islness property of a permanent establishment which an enterprise of a 
intracting State has in the other Contracting State or of movable property 
Gaining to a fixed base available to a resident of a Contracting State 
the other Contracting State for the purpose of performing independent 
:rsonal services. Including such gains from the alienation of such a 
irmanent establishment (alone or together with the whole enterprise) or 
such fbced base, may be taxed in that othe*’ *^tate. 

Gains from the alienation of ships or aircraft operated in international 
ffic or of movable property pertaining to the operation of such ships 
aircraft shall be taxable only in the Contracting State of which the edlenator 
a resident. 

Gains from the alienation of shares of the capital stock of a company 
property of which consists, directly or indirectly, principally of movable 
aperty situated in a Contracting State may be taxed in that State. 

Gains from the alienation of shares of the capital stock of a company 
nnlng part of a participation of at least 10% in a company which is a 
sldent of a Contracting State may be taxed in that Contracting State. 

Gains from the alienation of any property other than that mentioned 
paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 shall be taxable only in the Contracting 
ate of which the alienator is a resident. 

Article 15 

Independent Personal Services 

Income derived by a resident of a Contracting State from the performance 
professional services or other Independent activ^les of a similar character 
edl be taxable only in that State except in the following circumstances 
len such Income may also be taxed in the other Cohtr^tin^ State : 

(a) if he has a fixed base regulariy available to him in the other 
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Contracting State for the purpose of performing his activities; in 
that case, only so much of the Income as Is attributable to that fixed 
base may be taxed In that other State; or 

(b) If his stay In the other Contracting State Is for a period or periods 
amounting to or exceeding In the aggregate 183 days In the relevant 
'^taxable year”; in that case, only so much of the Income as Is derived 
from his activities performed in that other State may be taxed In 
that other State. 

2. The term “professional services” Includes Independent scientific, literacy, 
artistic, educational or teaching activities, as well as the Independent activities 
of physicians, surgeons, lawyers, engineers, architects, dentists and account- 
ants. 

Article 16 

Dependent Personal Services 

1. Subject to the provisions of Articles 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22.salarles, 
wages and other similar remuneration derived by a resident of a Contracting 
State In respect of an employment shall be taxable only in that State unless 
the employment is exercised In the other Contracting State. If the employment 
Is so exercised, such remuneration as is derived therefrom may be taxed 
in that other State. 

2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1, remuneration derived 
by a resident of a Contracting State In respect of an employment exercised 
in the other Contracting State shall be taxable only in the first-mentioned 
State, if : 

(a) the recipient is present in other State for a period or periods not 
exceeding in the aggregate 183 days in the relevant “taxable year", 
and 

(b) the remuneration is paid by, or on behalf of, an employer who 
is not a resident of the other State; and 

(c) the remuneration is not borne by a permanent establishment or 
a fixed base which the employer has in the other State. 

3. Notwithstanding the preceding provisions of this Article, remuneration 
derived in respect of an employment exercised aboard a ship or aircraft 
operated in international traffic, by an enterprise of a Contracting State 
may be taxed in that State. 

Article 17 
Director's Fees 

Director's fees and similar payments derived by a resident of a Contracting 
State in his capacity as a member of the board of directors of a company 
which is a resident of the other Contracting State may be taxed in that 
other State. 
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Article 18 

Arttatea and Athtetea 

1. Notwithstanding the provisions of Articles 15 and 16, Income derived 
by a resident of a Contracting State as an entertainer, such as theatre, motion 
picture, radio or television artiste, or a musician, or as an athlete, from 
his personal activities as such exercised In the other Contracting State, may 
be taxed in that other State. 

2 . Where income in respect of personal activities exercised by an entertainer 
or an athlete In his capacity as such accrues not to the entertainer or athlete 
himself but to another person, that Income may, notwithstanding the 
provisions of Articles, 7, 15 and 16, be taxed in the Contracting State 
in which the acti\^tles of the entertainer or athlete are exercised. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, income derived 
by an entertainer or an athlete who is a resident of a Contracting State 
from his personal activities as such exercised in the other Contracting State, 
shall be taxable only in the first-mentioned Contracting State, If the activities 
in the other Contracting State are supported wholly or substantially from 
the public funds of the first-mentioned Contracting State, including any of 
Its political sub-divisions or local authorities. 

Article 19 
Pensions 

Subject to the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article, 20, pensions and other 
similar remuneration paid to a resident of a Contracting State in consid- 
eration of past employment shall be taxable only in that State. 

Article 20 

Remuneration and Pensions In respect of Government 

Service 

1. (a) Remuneration, other than a pension, paid by a Contracting State 
or a political sub-division or a local authority thereof to an individual in 
respect of services rendered to that State or sub-division or authority shall 
be taxable only in that State. 

(b) However, such remuneration shall be taxable only In the other Contracting 
State If the services are rendered in that other State and the individual Is 
a resident of that State who : 

(1) Is a national of that State; or 

(li) did not become a resident of that State solely for the purpose of 
rendering the services. 

2. (a) Any pension paid by, or out of funds created by, a Contracting State 
or a political sub-division or a local authority thereof to an Individual in 
respect of services, rendered to that State or sub-dlvlsion or authority shall 
be taxable only in that State. 
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(b) However, such pension shall be taxable only In Ihe ottter Contractln 
State if the individual is a resident of , and a national of, ttiat other State. 

3. The provisions of Articles 16. 17 and 19 ^all apply to remuneratkm 
and pensions In respect of services rendered in connection with a busine« 
carried on by a Contracting State or a political sub-division or a local authorlt 
thereof. 

Article 21 
Students 

Payments which a student or business apprentice who is or was immedlatel 
before visiting a Contracting State a resident of the other Contracting State 
and who is present in the first-mentioned State solely for the purpose c 
his education or training receives for the purpose of his maintenance 
education or training shall not be taxed in that State, provided that sue' 
payments arise from sources outside that State. 

Article 22 

Payments received by Professors, Teachers and Research 

Scholars * 

1 . A professor or teacher who Is or was a resident of one of the Contractln 
States immediately before visiting the other Contracting State for the 
purpose of teaching or engaging In research, or both, at an officiall 
recognised university, college, school or other institution in that othei 
Contracting State shall be exempt from tax in that other St^te on an] 
remuneration for such teaching or research for a period not exceeding tw' 
years from the date of his arrival in that other State. 

2. This Article shall not apply to Income from research If such researct 
Is undertaken not In the general Interest but primarily for the private benefit 
of a specific person or persons. 

Article 23 

Other Income 

1. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 2, items of Income of a reslden 
of a Contracting State, wherever arising, which are not expressly dealt wltf 
In the foregoing Articles of this Convention, shall be taxable only in tha 
Contracting State. 

2. The provision of paragraph 1 shall not apply to income, other thar 
income from Immovable property as defined in paragraph 2 of Article, 6 
if the recipient of such Income, being a resident of a Contracting Stab 
carries on business in the other Contracting State through a permanen 
establishment situated therein, or performs in that other State independen 
personal services from a fixed base situated therein, and the right or propert 
in respect of which the Income is paid is effectively connected wtth sue 
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permanent establishment, or fixed base. In such a case the provisions of 
Article 7 or Article 15, as the case may be, shall apply. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, items of Income 
of a resident of a Contracting State not dealt with in the foregoing Articles 
of this Convention, and arising in the other Contracting State may be taxed 
in that other State. 

Article 24 
Capital 

1. Capital represented by immovable property referred to in Article 6, owned 
by a resident of a Contracting State and situated in the other Contracting 
State, may be taxed in that other State. 

2. Capital represented by movable property forming part of the business 
property or a permanent establishment which an enterprise of a Contracting 
State has in the other Contracting State or by movable property pertaining 
to a fbced base available to a resident of a Contracting State in the other 
Contracting State for the purpose of performing independent personal 
services, may be taxed in that other State. 

3. Capita] represented by ships or aircraft, operated in international traffic 
or by movable property pertaining to the operation of such ships or aircraft 
shall be taxable only in the Contracting State of which the enterprise 
operating such ships, aircraft or property is a resident. 

4. Capital represented by shares of the capital stock of a company the 
property of which consists, directly or indirectly, principally of movable 
property situated In Contracting State may be taxed In that State. 

5. Capital represented by shares of the capital stock of company which is 
a resident of a Contracting State representing a participation of at least 
10 per cent in the capital stock of that company may be taxed in that 
Contracting State. 

6. All other elements of capital of a resident of a Contracting State shall 
be taxable only in that Contracting State. 

Article 25 

Elimination of Double Taxation 

1. The laws in force in either of the Contracting State will continue to 
govern the taxation of income and capital in the respective Contracting 
State except where express provisions to the contrary are made in this 
Convention. 

2. In India, double taxation will be avoided in the following manner ; 

(a). Where a resident of India derives income or owns capital which, 
in accordance with the provisions of this Con\«ntlon, may be taxed 
in Spain, India shall allow : 
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(I) as a deduction from the tax on the income oi that rest 
an amount equal to the Income-tax paid In Spain, wh< 
directly or by deduction; and 

(II) as a deduction from the tax on the capital of that resi< 
an amount equal to the capital tax paid in Spain. 

Such deduction in either case shall not, however, exceed thal 
of the income-tax or capital tax, as computed before the dedu 
is given, which is attributable, as the case may be, to the inc 
or the caj^ltal which may be taxed in Spain. 

(b) Where a resident of India derives Income or owns capital v 
in accordance with the provisions of this Convention, sha 
taxable only in Spain, India may include this Income or capi 
the tax base but shall allow as a deduction from the incom 
or capital tax, that part of the income-tax or capital tax whl 
attributable, as the case may be, to the Income derived frc 
the capital owned in Spain. 

3. In Spain, subject to the provisions of its internal law, double tax; 
will be avoided in the following manner : 

(a) Where a resident of Spain derives income or owns capital w: 
in accordance with the provisions of this Convention, maybe 
in India, Spain shall allow : 

(i) as a deduction from the tax on the income of that rcsli 
an amount equal to the Income-tax paid in India : 

(ii) as a deduction from the tax on the capital of that rcsli 
an amount equal to the capital tax paid in India. 

(b) in the case of a dividend paid by a company which is a res 
of India to a company which is a resident of Spain and which ■ 
at least 25 per cent of the capital of the company payin 
dividend, the deduction shall take into account (in addition ti 
deduction provided under sub-paragraph (a) the income-tax 
in India by the company in respect of the profits out of which 
dividend is paid provided that such tax is taken into accou 
calculating the base of the Spanish tax. 

Such deduction in either case shall not, however, exceed that 
of the Income tax or capital teuc, as computed before the dedu 
is given, which is attributable as the case may be, to the in( 
or the capital which may be taxed in India. 

^ (c) Where in accordance with any provision of the Convention In 
derived or capital owned by a resident of Spain is exempt 
tax In Spain, Spain may nevertheless, in calculating the arr 
of tax on the remaining Income or capital of such resident, 
into a^'miint the MPmntoH ln»'orr'> nr 
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4. For the purpo$es of deduction referred to paragraph 3, the term “Income- 
tax paid in India” shall be deemed to include any amount which would have 
been payable as Indian tax under the laws of India and in accordance with 
this Convention for any year but for an exemption from, or reduction of, 
tax granted for that year under : 

(I) Sections 10(4), 10(15)(iv), lOA, lOB, 23A, 32AB, 80HH, 80HHC 
and 80-1 of the Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961) so far as they 
were in force on, and have not been modified since, the date of 
the signature of this Convention, or have been modified of this 
Convention, or have been modified only in minor respects so as 
not to affect their general character; or 

(ii) any other provision which may be enacted hereafter granting a 
deduction in computing the taxable Income or an exemption or 
reduction from tax which the competent authorities of the Contract- 
ing State agree to be of a substantially similar character if it has 
not been modified thereafter or has been modified only in minor 
respects so as not to affect Its general character. 

5. The provisions of paragraph 4 shall apply for the first 10 years for which 
this Convention is effective but the competent authorities of the Contracting 
State may consult each other to determine whether this period shall be 
extended. 

Article 26 
Non-discrimination 

1. The nationals of a Contracting State shall not be subjected in the other 
Contracting State to any taxation or any requirement connected therewith 
which is other or more burdensome than the taxation and connected 
requirements to which nationals of that other State in the same circumstances 
and under the same conditions are or may be subjected. 

2. The taxation on a permanent establishment which an enterprise of a 
Contracting State has in the other Contracting State shall not be less 
favourably levied in that other State than the taxation levied on enterprises 
of that other State carrying on the same activities in the same clrcumtances 
or under the same conditions. 

3. Enterprises of a Contracting State, the capital of which Is wholly or 
partly owned or controlled, directly or indirectly, by one or more residents 
of the other Contracting State, shall not be subjected in the first-mentioned 
Contracting State to any taxation or any requirement connected therewith 
which is other or more burdensome than the t2U(atlon and cofmected 
requirements tp which other similar enterprises of that first-mentioned State 
are or may be subjected. 

4. Except where the provisions of Article 10, paragraph 7 of Article 12, 
or paragraph 7 of Article 13, apply, interest, royalties and other 
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disbursements paid by an enterprise of a Contracting State to a resident 
of the other Contracting State shall, for the purpose of detemdning the 
tasurble profits of such enterprise, be deductible under die same eondltkms 
as if they had been paid to a resident of the first mentioned State. Similarly, 
any debts of an enterprise of a Contracting State shall, for the purpose 
of determining the taxable capital of such enterprise, be deductible under 
the same conditions as if diey had been contracted to a resident of the 
first-mentioned State. 

Article 27 

Mutual Agreement Procedure 

1. Where a resident of a Contracting State considers that the actions of 
one or both of the Contracting States result or will result for him In taxation 
not In accordance with this Convention, he may, notwithstanding the 
remedies provided by the national law of those States, present his case 
to the competent authority of the Contracting State of which he is a resident, 
or If his case comes under paragraph 1 of Article 26 to that of the Contracting 
State of which he Is a national. The case must be presented within three 
years from the first notification of the action resulting in taxation not in 
accordance with the provisions of the Convention. 

2. The competent authority shall endeavour. If the objection appears to 
It to be Justified and if it is not itself able to arrive at an appropriate solution, 
to resolve the case by mutual agreement with the competent authority of 
the other Contracting State, with a view to the avoidance of taxation not 
In accordance with the Convention. Any agreement reached shall be 
implemented notwithstanding any time limits in the nationctl laws of the 
Contracting States. 

3. The competent authorities of the Contracting States shall endeavour 
to resolve by mutual agreement any difficulties or doubts arising as to the 
Interpretation or application of the Convention. They may also consult 
together for the elimination of double taxation In cases not provided for 
in the Convention. The competent authorities shall also, by mutual agree- 
ment, develop appropriate actions, methods and techniques to Improve the 
exchange of information carried out under Article 28 of this Convention. 

4. The competent authorities of the Contracting States may communicate 
with each other directly for the purpose of reaching an agreement In the 
sense of the preceding paragraphs. When It seems advisable In order to 
reach agreement to have an oral exchange of opinions, such exchange may 
take place dtrough a Commission consisting of representatives of the 
competent authorities of the Contracting States. 

Article 28 

Exchange of Information 

1. Tb» rmnnotont a'lfhorlU®® of the Crirj tr* ■"Hnn St' toe c*t 1I o' rKi^nrto 
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such Information (including copies of documents when relevant) as is 
necessary for carrying out the provisions of the convention or of the domestic 
laws of the Contracting States concerning taxes covered by the Convention, 
in so far as the taxation thereunder is not contrary to the Convention, in 
particular for the prevention of fraud or tax evasion and of tax avoidance. 
The exchange of information is not restrict by Article 1. Any informations 
received by a Contracting State shall be treated as secret in the same manner 
as information obtained under the domestic law of that State. However, 
if the Information is originally regarded as secret in the transmitting State, 
it shall be disclosed only to persons or authorities (including Courts and 
administrative bodies) Involved in the assessment or collection of, the 
enforcement or prosecution in respect of, or the determination of appeals 
in relation to the taxes which are the subject of the Convention. Such persons 
or authorities shall use the information only for such purposes but may 
disclose the information in public Court proceedings or in judicial decisions. 

2. In no case shall be provisions of paragraph 1 be construed so as to 
impose on a Contracting State the obligation : 

(a) to carry out administrative measures at variance with the laws or 
administrative practice of that or of the other Contracting State. 

(b) to supply Information which is not obtainable under the laws or 
in the normal course of the administration of that or of the other 
Contracting State. 

(c) to supply information which would disclose any trade, business 
industrial, commercial or professional secret trade process or 
information the disclosure of which would be contrary to public 
policy. 

Article 29 

DIplomtIc and Consular Officers 

Nothing in this Convention shall affect the fiscal privilage of diplomatic 
agents or consular officers under the general rules of international law or 
under the provisons of special agreements. 

Article 30 
Entry Into force 

1. This Convention shall be ratified and the instruments of ratification shall 
be exchanged at as soon as possible. 

2. This Convention shall enter into force upon the exchange of the 
Instruments of ratification and its provisions shall have effect : 

(a) in Spain : 

in respect of taxes chargeable on income or on capital for any 
taxable year beginning on or after the first day of January of the 
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czilender year next following that in which the Convention enters 
into force. 

(b) in India; 

(1) in respect of income arising in any taxable year beginning on 
or after the first day of April of the Calendar year next following 
that in which the Convention enters into force. 

(ii) in respect of capital which is held rni the last day of any taxable 
year beginning on or after the first day of April of die calendar 
year next following that in which the Convention enters into 
force. 

Article 31 
Termination 

1. The Convention shall remain in force indefinitely, but either of die 
Contracting States may, on or before the thirtieth day of June in any calendar 
year beginning after the expiration of a period of five years from the date 
of its entry into force, give to the other Contracting State through diplomatic 
channels, written notice of termination. In such event, the convention shall 
cease to have effect : 

(a) in Spain, In respect of taxes chargeable for any taxable year 
beginning on or after the first day of January of the calendar year 
next following that in which the notice of termination is given ; 

(b) in India, In respect of income arising in any taxable year beginning 
on or after the first day of April of the calendar year next following 
that in which the notice of termination is given and in respect of 
capital which is held on the last day of any taxable year beginning 
or or after the first day of April next following the calendar year 
in which the notice of termination is given. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorised thereto, 
have signed the present Convention. 

Done in duplicate at New Delhi this 8th day of February, one thousand 
nine hundred and ninety three in the Hindi, Spanish and English language, 
all tlie texts being equally authentic. In case of divergence between any 
of the texts, the English text shall be the operative one. 


For the Government of the 
Republic of India 
Sd/- 

(MANMOHAN SINGH) 
Minister of Finance 


For the Government of the 
Kingdom of Spain 
Sd/- 

f JAVIER SOLANA MAD RIAGA) 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
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PROTOCOL 

At the moment of signing the Convention between the Government of 
the Republic of India and the Government of the Kingdom of Spain for 
the Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention of Rscal Evasion 
with respect to taxes on income and on Capital, the undersigned have agreed 
upon the following provisions which shall be m integral part of the Convention. 

1 . In respect of clause (d) of paragraph 1 of Article 3 (General Definitions) 
it is understood that the term “tax” shall not Include any amount which 
is payable in respect of any default or omission in relation to the taxes 
to which this Convention applies or which represents a penalty Imposed 
relating to those taxes. 

In respect of clause (g) of paragraph 2 of Article 5 (Permanent Estab- 
lishment) it is understood that this clause refers to a warehouse where space 
is rented to other persons. 

3 . In respect of clauses (b) and (c) of paragraph 1 of Article 7 (Business 
Profit) it is understood that in the case of any doubt as to whether the goods 
or merchandise sold are of the similar kind as those sold through the 
permanent establishment or whether the other business activities carried 
on are of the similar kind as those effected through the permanent estab- 
lishment, the competent authorities may consult each other with a view 
to resolving the case may by mutual agreement. 

4 . In respect of paragraph 3 of Article 7 (Business Profits) it is understood 
that in case of any substantial changes in the provisions of the taxation 
laws of a Contracting State relating to limitation on the deductibility of the 
expenses which are incurred for the purposes of the business of a permanent 
establishment, the competent authorities of the Contracting States shall 
consult each other on the necessity of modifying the provisions of this - 
paragraph. 

5. In respect of Article 8 (Air Transport) and Article 9 (Shipping), it is 
understood that interest on funds connected with the operation of aircraft 
or ships in international traffic shall be regarded as profits derived from 
the operation of such aircraft orships, as the case may be, and the provisions 
of Article 12 (Interest) shall not apply in relation to such interest. 

6. Paragraph 2 of Article 11 (Dividends), shall not be applicable, in the 
case of Sp^n, to the Income attributable, whether distributed or not, to . 
the shareholders of the corporations and entitles referred to in Article 12.2 
of Law 44/1978 of 8 September, 1978, and Article 19 of Law 61/1978 
of 27 December, 1978, as long as the said Income is not subject to the 
Spzmish Corporation Tax. Such Income may be taxed in Spain according 
to its internal Law. 

7 . The competent authorities shall initiate the appropriate procedure to 
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review the provisions of Article 13 {Royalties and fees for technical servics 
after a period of five years from the date of its entry into force. Howev 
if under any Convention or Agreement between India and a third Sta 
which is a Member of the OECD, which enters, into force after 1st Januar 
1990, India limits its taxation at source on royalties or fees for technU: 
services to a rate lower or a scope more restricted than the rate or sco 
provided for in this Convention on the said items of Incomes, the san 
rate or scope as provided for in that Convention or Agreement on the sa 
items of income shall also apply under this convention with effect fn 
the date on which the present Convention comes into force or the releva 
Indian Convention or Agreement, whichever enters into force later. 

8. In respect of paragraph 2 of Article 26 (Non-discrimination), it 
understood that the provisions of this paragraph shall not be construed 
preventing a Contracting State from charging the profits of a permane 
establishment which an enterprise of the other Contracting State has 
the first-mentioned State at a rate of tax which 1« higher than that impost 
on the profits of a similar enterprise of the first-mentioned State, nor 
being in conflict with the provisions of paragraph 3 of article 7 (Busine 
Profits) of this Convention. It is also understood that in no case the taxatk 
of a permanent establishment which an enterprise of a Contracting St 
has in the other Contracting State shall be less favourably levied than 
taxation levied on a permanent establishment of an enterprise of a thi 
State carrying on the same activities under a double taxation Conventic 
concluded by the other Contracting State with that third State. 

9. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 4 of Article 26 (Non^ 
crimination) it is understood that in the case of India, payments by wi 
of interest, royalties and fees for technical services made by an enterpri 
of India to a resident of Spain, shall not be allowed as a deduction for ' 
purpose of determining the taxable profits of such enterprise unless t 
has been paid or deducted at source from such payments under Indizui la 
and in accordance with the provisions of this Convention. 

10 . For the purpose of this Convention it is understood that the tei 
“taxable year" in the case of India shall mean the “previous year" as define 
in the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorised theret 
have signed the present Protocol. 

Done in duplicate at New Delhi this 8th of February, one thousand nli 
hundred and ninety three in the Hindi, Spanish and English languages, 
the texts being equally authentic. In case of divergence between any of 
texts, the English text shall be the operative one. 
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For the Government of the 
Republic of India 
Sd/- 

(MANMOHAN SINGH) 
Minister of Finance 

V 


For the Government of the 
Kingdom of Spain 
Sd/- 

(JAVIER SOLANA MAD RIAGA) 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 


i 




The concept of rationalisation and simplification, in any field is unendbig. 
Time is a big factor and with passage of time and growing civilisation and 
the need for human welfare constitute the path for a departure from the 
old law or tradition. Without going into annals of history, it would suffice 
to say that the Indian Income-teuc Act, 1922 was codified and after 
deliberations of many experts and Committees, the new Act, 1961 came 
into force with effect from 1-4-1962 i.e. from the assessment year 
1962-63. This change did give some transit-troubles but slowly the Income* 
tax Act, 1961 with numerous amendments from time to time had come 
to stay in its 34th year. 

2. As is known to all that the Income-tax Act, 1961 even now do contain 
some of the provisions which had become redundant and practically are 
not used either by the department or by the tax payer. Hence all such 
provisions which are only existing on paper should be removed forthwith 
- a step for rationalisation and simplification. 

3. Taucation Policy has a major role to play and it . all depends ' on the 
Government in force including the present Finance Minister (i.e.) the Finance 
Minister at a particular time). It may be re-called that at one time a proposal 
was made for long term fiscal policies including tax laws and it was desired 
that no amendment need be made in the Tax Laws at least for three years 
(a very reasonaUe period for the, legislative provision to be implemented). 
But, it has been^seen that for some redtson or the other, a particular section 
of the Income-tax Act had been amended number of times, t am not referring 
to particular sections but the only point to be stressed is that the provision 
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made should stay for some time so,tot its implications, good or bad, are 
seen. Here it becomes inevitabk to fpentkm timt the Hotel Receipts Tax 
Act was brought into force but was lifted as such after few mdnths. (One 
can well Imagine the cost of bringii^i out an enactment). 

4. The need for tax reforms is a continuing process and it cannot be said 
that once a provision is made, ft has to remain in force. It has been seen 
that with the modernisation of various industries vis-a-vis establishment of 
new industries, specially in a developing country, like India (though half 
a century would be completed In two years’ time or so and this period of 
50 years is normally a big period in the history of Nation) the rteed for 
tax incentive has to be there and will continue. But what is needed Is well 
thought out provisions to stay in force for some time. Long ago it had been 
pointed out in various decisions that ambiguity in a taxing statute should 
be avoided and if there is any ambiguity^ the benefit has to go to the assessee. 
Without multiplying the ratios laid down, it would suffice to refer to the 
Supreme Court’s decision in the case of Commissioner of Income-tax vs. 
Vegetable Products Ltd. (1973) Taxation xxxlv{3) 95 (SC), (1973) 88 ITR 
192 that if the court finds that the language of a taxing provision is ambiguous 
or capable of more meanings than one, then the Court has to adopt that 
Interpretation which favours the assessee, more particular so where the 
provision relates to the imposition of ptenalty. 

5. Interpretation of particular provisions have also given rise to the need 
for rationalisation and simplification. The courts hen/e placed different 
interpretations and the settled legal position is that the courts have to look, 
at the words of a section and if a case clearly comes within the section, 
the subject is taxed and not otherwise. When the difference of opinion is 
known to the Government, why delay the step for simplication. If the 

'^ Government comes out early with its decision, further litigation is stopped. 

6. In interpretation of statutes, normally the Honourable Judges rely on 
what they reaard as a ’sensible’ or ‘common sense’ interpretation, of course .. 
keeping inwiew the legislative intent for making the provision, in order 
to reach the true meaning of the statutory provision. For instance, the 
Affiliation Proceedings Act, 1957, referred to an application by ‘single 
woman’ who is Mth child or who has been delivered of an illegitimate child. 

It was interpretedsthat the phrase ‘single woman’ referred to the woman’s 
condition at the time of the application and not at th{e time of birth. This 
was considered to b^ a fairly and common sense interpretation whether 
the woman sought to receive the money for the support of the child must 
surely depend on her circumstances at the time u^en she seeks the order. 

7. In interpretation of tax laws, there have been some words leading to 
lot of controvOTsy i.e. words like ‘from India’ and ‘in India’ for purposes 
of exp>ort incentives. Though the expressions used are simple but in actual 
practice; they had to come in for various interpretatloris from Tax Experts. 
Here it would be worthuHiile to mention that the Supreme Court hidd tn 
the case of Indian Chamber of Corrrmerce vs.CIT (1975) 101 ITR 796: 
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*w« dare sa^ ^ amievii^^^ea^ and c»rily in statute law 

will be taken up by the draftsman of the i<^|lriative biHs to avoid plajrtng 


linguistic gam» in court and pronx^km of interpretative llt^tion. Lawyers 
and legislators must stop confusing each other and start talking to dwir 


audience r the people - so that communication problems may not lead to 
prolific forensic batdes’. ' 


8. fat my earlier articles publl^ed in dils leading Journal, 1 had stressed 
the need for uniformity, to the extent possible, in the interpretation of taxing 
statute. As a Tax Schdar, 1 wish the provisions to work for some time and 
if a new opinion had bedn express by a particular honourabte court/trHninal, 
the Government should come out with its view Immediately so that some I 
litigation may stop. FOr example, about one and half year back, one of 
the Appellate Tribunal had held a Government Undertaking to be a charitable 
institution and f believe the point at issue must be pending. The point from 
ratlonalistion thinking is that whether a Government undertaking can be 
equated as 'charitaUe institution* and if they cannot be equated, then some 
sort of special provision or early final verdict from the Apex Court can 
settle the issue. 


9. Now, this year, the Budget had been divided in three phases and in view 
of the political situ 2 Uion, there may be no time for sirhplificatlon and 
rationalisation. But these suggestions are of long duration and could need 
time. Recently, the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Finance has 
strongly recommended further simplification and rationalisation of the 
Income-tax Laws in order to bring down litigation. (See the Economic Times 
dated 13-3-1995.) Actually, the crux of my various articles In Taxation and 
other papers had been ‘uniformity of application of tax laws to the whole 
of India and uniformity in interpretation of the statutory provisions to the 
extent possible* and ‘minimum litigation*. This is what the Honourable 
Standing Committee had accepted in the 10th report on the working of 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes. The following suggestions made by the 
Committee would go a long way in achieving the desired objects of ration- 
alisation : 


(i) Setting up of a committee of persons from various walks of life 
i.e. Lawyers, Chartered Accountants, Taxmen, Trade representa- 
tives headed by a retired Judge of the Supreme Court to suggest 
methods for slmpllflcatlo,. 

(ii) Requesting the Courts to expedite the disposal of pending cas&, 
(ill) Checks on the exemptions and benefits so that ther^ is no tax 

evasion, 

(iv) No arriblguity in the legislative words, 

(v) To know die causes of dissatisfaction of the Assessees, 

(vl) Fact fkKUng decisions to be followed by the Assessing Officer, and 
(viil Thorough scrutiny of the case before a petition or spedal leave 
petition is filed before the Court. 
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Income-tax incentives for infrastructural 
development 

By .. 

R. Santhanam 


' The 1995 budget seeks to encourage infrastructural develop- 
ment £>y prouldlng income-tax incentives for the purpose. While 
the broad objective of the scheme is laudable it is difficult to 
saif whether it would be achieved by the proposals brought out 
In the budget. The government wants under the new scheme 
that the Infrastructural developments Involving highly capital 
Intensive Industries of Investments to be undertaken by the 
private sector which should also maintain the same at enormous 
costs of operation and maintenance. It is doubtful whether In 
any of the highly Intensive Investments In Infrastructural 
development any profit specified In the Income-tax Act as proposed 
to be amended In Section 80-IA. Consequently the scheme for 
exemption would be Illusory and Ineffective and may at the best 
serve the purpose of decorating the statute. Further difficulty 
would be arising from the requlrement’of transfer of ownership 
of the Infrastructural facilities developed by the assessee to the 
government or local authorities and if the assessee has to Inuest 
huge monies and also disclaim the ownership or an y right therein 
the Investors would not be forthcoming. Infrastructural devel- 
opment <s essentially the responsibility of the Central and State 
Governments who should utilise all their time, talents, monies 
and resources for the purposes Instead of meeting wasteful 
government expenditure on establishment and allied areas. The 
government should not shirk Its responsibility and shift the 
burden to the private sector by showing an incentive which is 
effectively illusory, If at all necessary, purposeful and result 
oriented by granting tax holiday not from the year of commence- 
ment of operation but from the year of earning of Income. The 
condition for ownership to be transferred to the Government 
should also be dispensed wlth^as otherwise no investment In 
Infrastructural development from the private sector would be 
forthcoming . , 


1. Budget Proposal 

In his Budget Speech to the Parliament on I5lh March 1995 the Union 
Finance Minister stated that “Inadequate infrastructure is a key constraint 
to our economic progress. In order to promote expansion of quality 
infrastructure, I propose to allow a five-year tax holiday for any enterprise 
which builds, maintains and op>eratos infastructure facilities in the area of 
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highways, expreraways vtd new bridges, airports, port^ and rapid nnass 
treunsport systems. This tax holiday -will be availafcte io enterprises u^ich 
cormnence operatton pfter 1st April, 1995. As ah Ineentive to finahcial 
Instltutlofvstb pnn^ long-term finance for developihent pf such ^ifrastruc- 
ture, I propose to allow deduction of upto 40 per cent of their taxat^ 
income (terived from financing of these investments provided this amount 
Is credited to a special reserve.” 

2. New Provisions 

To give effect to this budget proposal clauses 10 and 19 of the Finance 
Bill, 1995 seek to amend the provisions of section 36(l)(viii) and section 
80-IA of the Income-tax Act, respectively, from 1st April, 1996. The Notes 
on clauses appended to the Bnance Bill and the memorandum explztinlng 
the provisions of the finance Bill highlight the scope of the new.provislons. 
According to the official version. "Under the provisions of section 80-lA, 
new industrial undertakings are allowed a deduction of 25% (30% for 
companies) for the first ten years (twelve years for the co-operative sector) 
of production. However, to an industrial undertaking engaged in the generation 
or generation and distribution of power or to an industrial undertaking set 
up in sp)ecified backward States/districts, a five year full tax holiday is 
allowed. For undertakings entitled to the five-year full tax holiday, normal 
deduction of 25% (30% for companies) is allowed for the balance period 
after the five year holiday. 

Industrial modernisation requires a massive expansion of, and qualitative 
improvement in. Infrastructure. Our country is very deficient in Infrastructure 
such as expressways, highways, airports, ports and rapid urban rail transport 
systems. Additional resources arc heeded to fulfil the requirements of the 
country within a reasonable time frame. In many countries the BOT (bulld- 
operate-transfer) or the BOOT (Build-own-operate-transfer) concepts have 
been utilised for developing new infrastructure. 

Applying commercial principles In the operation of infrastructure facilities 
can provide both managerial and financial efficiency. In view of this, It is 
proposed to allow a five-year tax holiday for any enterprise which builds, 
maintains and operates any Infrastructure facility such as roads, hlghwetys 
or expresways or new bridges, airports, ports and rapid rail transport systems 
on BOT or BOOT or similar other basis (where there is an ultimate transfer 
of the facility to a Government or public authority). The enterprise must 
have entered into an agreement with the Central or State Government or 
a local authority or any other statutory authority for this purpose. The period 
within which the infrastructure facility has to be transferred needs to be 
stipulated in the agreement between the undertaking and the Government 
concerned. The tax holiday will be In respect of income derived from the 
use of infrastructure facilities developed by them. 

The five-year period will be counted from the year in which the infrastructure 
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facfllty becomes operational. It will an>Iy in respect of Infrastructure facllltlei 
becoming operational on or after 1-4-1995. 

The proposed amendment wtil take elf^t from Ist April 1996 ar^l 
accordingly, apply in relatkm to assessment 1996-97 and subsequent 
years (Clause 19). 

Under clause (viii) of sub-section (1) of section 36 of the kicpme-tax Act, 
1961 an approved financial corporation engaged in providing bna-term 
finance for industrial or agricultural development in India, or an approved 
public company formed and registered in India with the main object of 
carrying on business of pro\dding long term finance for construction of an 
amount not exceeding 40 per cent of its total income carried to a special 
reserve. The deduction is allowed on the ‘total income’ and not with 
reference to the income frorri the activtties specified in section 36(l)(viii). 

These organisations have diversified their eictlvitlesand are claiming deduction 
under this section even in respect of their income from activities other than 
those -specified in this section. There is no justification for allowing the 
deduction with reference to income from other activities or from sources 
other than business. It Is, therefore, proposed to limit the deduction of 40% 
only to the income derived from providing long-term finance for the activities 
specified in section 36{lKvill). It will thus take outside the purview of 
deduction. Income arising from other business activities or from sources 
other than business. 

Development of infrastructure is an important area requiring fiscal support 
for encouraging private sector participation. The Bill proposes to amend 
section 36(l)(viii) of the Income-tax Act to extend the benefit of deduction 
upto.40% of the income credited to special reserve account to approved 
financial corporations providing long-term finance for development of 
Infrastructure facilities in India. 

The proposed, amendments will take effect from 1st April, 1996 and will, 
accordingly, apply in relation to assessment year 1996-97 and subsequent 
years.” 

3. Appraisal 

It may thus be seen that both the incentives are intended to achieve rapid 
Infrastructural development but the issue whether these two provisions would 
help to achieve the objective remains to be examined by taking a realistic 
look at the scheme of exemption/deduction proposed in the Finance Bill. 
The scheme of tax holiday under section 80-lA being extended is welcome 
to the extent it demonstrates a desire on the part of Government to 
encourage the growth of industrial infrastructure and base which are vital 
in areas of infrastructural development. 

The conmiions and limitations placed on the taxpayer for availing of the 
tax relief are so worded that in many cases the incentive or relief would 
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esientlally on paper and the new provisions in bw woidd be decorative 
of tiia taxing ilahita btdi^ to tha r^ tisi 

ik>t tophji^^al6‘^^ In^e pi^i^cieisii ^ ah^htfri^ 

to s^tion SO-lA ltKjitid/^frldly speaking/ rem^ ah bicah^ on paper 
because of did incentive being offered as a ckduction from grossfotal Iriccahai 
that too, only when profits and gains are derived by the assessee from die 
Mtivities of provtdtf^ infrastructum. » 

It Is well known that all projects involving development of bifrastructural 
facilities are highly capital intensive and for such projects neither loans and 
advances are easily given by public financial institutions, bardis 'etc. nor 
investment from fhb public in die form of equity shares, deb^itiiles etc. 
would be easily forthcoming. The cost of building a dam. bridge, road, 
highway or other systems for transport etc. is so high that the money Invested 
cannot be easily recouped even within the next ten years after it is open 
to public traffic. The collections by way of octroi, etc. on daily basis from 
the users would not be adequate to generate sufficient income which, after 
meeting all the expenses on maintenance, cost of establishment, interest 
costs on the investments already made, depreciation charges etc. would 
not leave the taxpayer with adequate income and Invariably there would 
be a loss in the first, say, 10 years or so. in such a situation the grant 
of an exemption from income-tax when income Itself does not arise from 
a particular buslnei^ venture Is not only illusory but alos meaningless and 
misleading 

The further requirement that the ownership of the infrastructure developed 
by the assessee should be made to vest with the Government or other public 
authority involving ultimate transfer of the ownership of the capital asset 
by the assessee to the Government after incurring huge expenses and cost 
would dampen the enthusiasm of any one to take part In Infrastructural 
development. In fact, it is the Government at the Central and State levels 
which must take upon themselves all the responsibilities for development 
of infrastructure and most of the expenditure on capital outlays as per the 
five year plans and annual plans of the Centre as well as the States must 
be directed to augment the infrastructural development and instead of the 
Government utilising all the resources for these purposes, the valuable 
resources are frittered away in iot of wasteful and avoidable expenses which 
do not go to enrich the nation. As a result the growth of the economy 
suffer. 

It is the paramount duty of. the Government to utilise available resources 
for infrastructural development so as to brihg about rapid economic growth 
coupled with provision of various schemes for accelerating employment 
opportunities for the vast majority of the population u/hich continues to 
remain below the poverty line. The \arious poverty alleviation programmes 
of the Centre and the States must be aimed at not only providing employment 
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but also utlllslni available resources simultaneously for growth of tnfrastruC' 
tore and Its maintenance. This is an area with vast employment potential 
and being highly labour. Intensive and capital intensive priority ^ould be 
accorded to schemes for infrastrutural development a compared to other 
wasteful and avoidable expenses on Government establishments being 
incurred by the Centre and the States. 

In any case, incorporating a special provisicm In the Income-tax Act to grant 
exemption from tax when income itself does not exist or arise is of no 
use. If at all the Government is sincere in providing an incentive, it should 
be meaningful and the exemption should become operative and applicable 
not from the year in which the infrastructural facility becomes operational 
but from the year In which the Infrastructural facility results in income being 
derived which is liable to tax, but not earlier. 

Further, the requirement of the ownership of infrastructural facility devel- 
oped by the assessee being transferred to and vested in the Government 
or other statutory authority or local body would make it aH the more a 
disincentive because the tax laws in relation to taxpayers engaged in business 
or commercial activities must take into account the commercial nature of 
the activity. If the person concerned is required to develop infrastructural 
facility and hand over the same to the Government without any benefit 
for himself there is no reason why should anyone (other than charitable 
institutions) come forward to carry out charitable or philanthropic pro- 
grammes including also in matters of public utility services. 

Suggestions 

The Government cannot expect taxpayers to put in their money, time and 
efforts as also talents and leave them in the lurch after the stipulated period 
by taking over the ownership and other rights in regard to the development 
of infrastructural facilities. The proper course would be for the Government 
to divert all its attention, time, talent and resources for the development 
of Infrastructural facilities throughout the country with whole-hearted co- 
operation between the Centre and the States so that the development of 
infrastructural facilities becomes a reality and is achieved by constant work 
and investment on the one hand and by providing continuous avenue for 
employment to the under-privileged masses of the country who live below 
the poverty line and who need the moneys spent In this direction. Only 
by diverting Governmental efforts and resources in this manner can the 
Government fulfil the paramount need of infrastructural development on 
the one hand and continuous employment opportunities to the poor and 
needy on the other and this being a social and essential requirement of 
dlsch^e of the Government's own duties to the people under the Constitution 
it wblid be unfair to expect taxpayers to shoulder the responsibility. 




1. Applicability of agreement : 


The Indo-Itallan Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement will apply in India 
for and from April 1, 1977 and in Italy for and from the taxable period 
to January 1, 1977. The treaty applies to persons who are resident of either 
India or Italy or both. The agreement in India shall cover Individual, HUF, 
firm, AOP, BOl, local authority and artificial juridical person including a 
company. 

The agreement applies to Income-tax including any surcharge thereon and 
surtax on companies and in the case of Italy it covers not only personal 
income-tax and corporate income-tax but local income-tax also. Unlike our 
agreement with FRG, Indo-ltalian agreement does not specifically refer to 
interest, fines and penalties imposed by each State pursuant to its domestic 
taws. Any question whether such items are being imposed or paid in 
connection with covered taxes in a manner consistent with provisions of 
the agreement, such as non-discrimination clause may, however, be resolved 
by competent authorities pursuant to mutual agreement procedure. The 
agreement also provides that it will also apply to any taxes identical or 
substantially similar to the taxes on income in existence on the date of 
signature of the present agreement which are imposed in addition to, or 
In place of the taxes referred to here. For this purpose, the competent 
authorities of the two States are to notify to each other any changes in 
the enumerated taxes which have been made in their respective taxation 
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laws subsequent to the agreement. Copl^ of relevmit eniK;tm^to apd 
regulations shaB be fumidied to each other at the end of ^h ydar. 

2. Relevance of Reddentlsd Statue t 

The dcflnttlon of the firm 'resident' is very important for the applicability 
of the i^reement. Hence, there Is a separate, detailed article on it. The 
definition begins with a person's liability to tax as a resident under the 
respective taxation laws of the two States. A person who, under those laws, 
is a resident of one State arut not the other need look no further. However, 
the agreement assigns residence to one State or the other (single residence) 
for the purposes of the agreement in circumstances where each of the States 
believes a person to be its resident. However, the definition under the 
agreement is exclusively for the purposes of the agreement in circumstances 
where each of the State believes a person to be its resident. However, the 
definition under the Agreement is exclusively for the purposes of the 
agreement. There are separate rules for residence for individuals and non- 
individuals. A non-lndlviduals shall be deemed to be a resident of the State 
in which its place of effective management is situated. A 'dual resident' 
Individual is initially deemed to be a resident of the State in which he has 
a permanent home available to him. If he has a ‘permanent home’ in both 
States or in neither, he is deemed to be a resident of the State in which 
he has his ‘centre of vital interests* (The State with which his personal and 
economic relations are closer). If the personal and economic relations of 
an Individual are not closer to one State than, to the other (say if the centre 
of vital interest cannot be determined), the Individual is deemed to be a 
resident of the State in which he has an habitual abode. If he has such 
an abode in botii States or in neither State, he is deemed to be a resident 
of the State of which he is a citizen. 

If the individual is a citizen of both States or of neither, the competent 
authorities are to settle the States of the individual by mutual agreement, 

3. Permanent Establishment 

The existence of a ‘Permanent Establishment’ is a prequisite for one State 
to tax the business profits of resident of the other State. The concept is 
also significant in determining the applicability of other provisions of the 
agreement, such as articles on dividends. Interest, royalties etc. The term 
‘permanent establishment' replaces the 'business connection' principle 
under the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

The term 'permanent dstabiishment' means fixed place of business through 
which a resident of one State engages in business activity. Illustrations 
of the concept; of a fixed place of business Include a place of manag^ent; 
a branch, an office, a factory; a workshop; premises used as a sales outlet 
for receiving or soliciting orders; a mine, quarry or other place of extraction 
of natural resources; a building site or construction installation of assembly 
project or supervisory activities in connection therewith, where such site. 



Bsca) Irwmtives un4«’ In(lo*lta!lan tax agcfcsnent It 

> i'"' '' ' ' ' ' ' . . ' ► l ■•= f ! 5 

r i 

pfQiact or supetvisory activity <»ntlnues for a perjod of more ti»n 3 months, 
Tha t«de IS a physical letfohder which tite resiikmt miist be aiitivily engaged 
lii prelect’ ttiat 3 mwtir's period. ' ' 

The arfl(^ spec^ipikUy provides that permanent estisl^h^W does not 
include a fbe^ I^ace of business of an enterp^se of a resiclence of one 
of the States which is located in the other State if it is used only for ohe, 
of the following : 

(a) the use of facilities solely for the purpose of storage or display of 
^oods or merchandise belonging to the enterprise of the resident; 

(b) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belonging to 
the enterprise solely for the purpose of storage or display or for 
processing by another enterprise; 

(c) the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for the purpose 
of purchasing goods or merchandise, or for collecting information 
for the enterprise, or of advertising, for the supply of information 
or for scientific research being activities solely of a preparatory or 
auxiliary character in the trade or business of the enterprise; 

(d) the maintenance of a building site or construction, installation or 
supervisory activity in connection therewith, uhere such site, project 
or supervisory activity continues for a period of less than three 
months. 

The above exceptions are cumulative and a site or facility used solely for 
more than one of these purposes will not be considered a permanent 
establishment under the agreement. Thus a fixed place of business used 
solely for, or an employee engaged solely in, certain specified activities is 
not a permanent establishment. Unlike some of the other agreements 
combinations of the specified activities is not excluded from the purview. 
Except the activities of advertising, supply of infortnation or for scientific 
research other activities need not be of a preparatory or auxiliary charcter 
in order to avoid the creation of a permanent establishment. The reference 
to specific activities does not imply that any other particular activities for 
example, the servicing of a patent or know-how contract or the inspection 
or the implementation of engineering plan do not fall within the scope of 
these activities provided that, based on the facts and circumstances, such 
activities have preparatory or auxiliary character. 

The article also provides that notwithstanding the provisions described In 
the preceding paragraph if the following conditions are met, a resident of 
one State will have a permanent establishment in the other State even in 
the absence of a fbced place of business ; 

(a) If he engages in business through an agent, other than an inde- 
pendent agent, who has and regularly exercises authority to contracts 
in the name of such person unless the agent only exercises such 
authority to purchase goods or mercharrdlse : 
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A principal could have an agent other than an bidepepdmt agent 
in India. However, to avoid target oi Indian revenue the agent should 
not be given authority to conclude contract on his principal's behalf. 
Further his activities should be limited to the purchase of goods 
in India. 

(b) If he habitually maintains in the State, stock of goods or merchandise 
belong to the enterprise from which he regularly delivers goods or 
merchandise for or on behalf of the enterpriws. 

An Italian resident carrying on business in India through a broker, 'general 
commission agent or any other agent of Independent status could avoid 
having a PE in India by acting in the ordinary course of his business. 

The mere fact is that a company in India as a subsidiary or holding company 
of another company in Italy will not make either of them a PE of the other 
company. 

4. Taxability of business profits 

The taxation under the agreement differs from Indian tax rules for taxing 
business profits primarily by requiring something more than merely being 
engaged in trade or business (business connection), before a country can 
tax these profits and by substituting the ‘attributable to' standard. Some 
of the agreement refers to a prior permanent establishment (‘or has carried 
on’.) Absence of such reference makes it clear that a contracting state in 
which permanent establishment existed has no right to tax the business 
profits attributable to that permanent establishment. 

The agreement provides that both the countries shall attribute to that 
permanent establishment business profits which the permanent establish- 
ment might be expected to make if it were a distinct and separate person 
engaged in the same or similar activities under the same or similar conditions 
and dealing at arm’s length with its home office. The agreement lncorp>orates 
the provisions of OECD model convention that if it is customary in a state 
to determine the profits to be attributed to permanent establishment on 
the basis of apportionment of the total profits of the enterprise to its various 
park the arm’s, length eule shall be modified extent of customary practice. 
In addition, the agreement also provides that profits of a permanent 
establishment can also be estimated in a reasonable manner where the 
correct amount of profits attributable to a permanent establishment is 
incapable of determination or the ascertainment thereof present exceptional 
difficulties. 

In determining business profits of a permanent establishment the enterprise 
is allowed deduction of those expenses which are incurred for the purposes 
of the permanent establishment including executive and administration 
expenses, whether incurred in the state in which the permanent establish- 
ment is situated or in any other statdr However, nothing in the paragraph 
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requires India or Italy to allow a deduction for any expenditure which would 
not generally be alibwed as A deduction under ks taxation laws. 

We have seen earlier that maintenance of a fixed place of business sotely 
for the purpose of purchasing goods or merchandise for the enterprise shall 
not make it a pennanent estaldishment. The agreeihent provides (that if 
a fixed place of business maintained partly for the {purpose of pturchasihg 
goods or merchandise for the account of the enterprise and for other ana 
partly With respect to other activities) no profits shall be attributed to a 
permanent establishment in its purchasing activities for the account of the 
enterprise. 

The agreement further provides the relationshipSaetween the provisions 
of ‘business profits, article and other provisions of the agreement. Where 
business profits include items of income which are dealt with separately 
in other articles of the agreement those other articles are controlling. 
However, as we will see later dividends (and interest and royalties) paid 
in respect of holdings forming part of the assets of a permanent estab- 
lishment or fixed base or which are effectively connected with such permanent 
establishment or ibced base (i.e., dividends attributable to residents of the 
State in which permanent establishment or fixed base is situated.) 

Lastly, it Is provided that business profits are to be attributed to a permanent 
establishment by the same method in every taxable period unless there is 
good and sufficient reason to change such method. 

5. Associated enterprise 

To cover situations that arc normally not covered by provisions in the 
domestic laws of the contracting states, the agreement provides determi- 
nation of profits on arm’s length basis of associated enterprises to reflect 
the conditions and arrangement which would have been between independ- 
ent enterprises. 

For the purpose of the agreement an enterprise of one country is related 
to an enterprise of the other country if one of the enterprises participates 
directly or indirectly in the management, control or capital of the other 
enterprise. The enterprises arc also related if the same pjcrsons participate 
directly or indirectly in the management, control, or capital of both enterprises. 

6. Air Transport 

- The provision of taxability of air transport income is mostly similar to the 
provisions under the old agreement of 1975. Income derived by an enterprise 
from the operation of aircraft in international traffic excluding internal traffic, 
shall be taxed only in the State of effective management of the enterprise. 
This gives complete exemption from taxation of aircraft profits in the source 
country. 

The exemption applies even if the aircraft is not registered in either country. 
The provision also applies in respect of participation in profits of any kind. 



14 TAXATION -MAGAai^ -ARTICLES -PART -I (VoLl26 

A new provision has been added that Int^st on Iun4? connected «ich 
operations shall also be regardedas air transport income, tiiereby exempthig 
such income. The definition of term 'operation of aircrafts’ has widened 

to Include the incidental lease of aircraft in addition to business of trans- 
portation by air of persons, livestock, goods or mail, carried on by the owners 
or lessees or charterers of aircraft, including the sale of tickets for such 
transportation on behalf of other enterprise and any other activities directly 
connected with such transportation. 

7. Shipping profits 

The provision does not apply to profits arising as a result of coast traffic. 
This is on accountal of specific provision in the article .and also because 
of definition of ‘International traffic* which does not include operation solely 
between places in one of the contracting State. However, the provision 
covers profits derived from the rental on full or bare boat basis, i.e., whether 
the ships or aircraft are leased, fully equipped, manned and supplied or 
not provided such rental profits are incidental to the operation of ships. 
Profits derived from the use, maintenance rental of containers including 
trailers and related equipment for the transport of containers in connection 
with the transport of goods or merchandise is also covered. 

Shipping Income is to be taxed in both the States. But tax in the source 
State shall be reduced by 50 per cent. This liberalisation applies even if 
the ship is not registered in either country. 

8. Dividends 

The agreement allows both the States to impose tax on dividends paid by 
a company resident of a State to residents of other States. 

In both Italy and India the same rates of tax are applied to residents and 
non-residents. Dividends, interest payments and royalties are subject to 
withholding tax, with obligations of reimbursement if such tax is levied on 
non-residents with no permanent establishment in Italy. In particular, dividends 
received by non-residents with no permanent establishment in Italy, are 
subject to withholding tax at a fbced rate of 30%; howevOT, they are entitled 
to have up to two-thirds of this withholding tax credited against the tax 
actually paid abroad. 

In India foreign companies receive a concession^ tax treatment in resisect 
of dividend, interest, royalty and technical servtf^ fees Income. Dividends 
are taxed at the rate of 20 per cent. 

The treaty does not make any difference between direct and portfolio 
investmeptSi Consideiing the importance of entrepreneurial holding for a 
developing company concessional rate of tax for direct investment need 
to be provided in the Indo-ltallan Treaty on the lines of similar incentives 
in our other treaties. 

The agreement provides that the company resident of a State will not be 



191^ Btcal incentives under indo-ltahan tax i^eement 15 

, subjected to tex tbe source State on the dKito^ntte poid % the company 
. or. Its imdistrtiKited profited even if the dhddends p^ or ttie undlstrtouted 
profits consist u^K^y or partly of profits or income ariting to such other 
State. Hovwever, the exceptlcm does not apply to dividends paid to a resident 
of the souroe State or If the owner of the ^res carries teisiness to ^ 
source State, and the stock hokting to respect of u^tch the divklenib are 
paid is effectively connected with such permanent establishment or fbced 
ba». to siich a case, the dividends are taxable as business profits or Income 
from Independent personal services. ^ 

The agreement deftoes ‘dividends’ for the purpose of thts article as income 
from different type of shares, as well as income from other corporate rights 
as per domestic law of this State. However, debt claims, participating In 
profits are not covered by the term. 

French Treaty does not include any other item treated as dividend or a 
distribution of profits under that law. Since the Interest and royalty articles 
do not confer the concessional rate of tax to non-arm's length interest and 
royalty. Both Interest and royalty in excess of the limit would be treated 
as dividend. Vhe definition of dividend under the treaty need to be broadened 
by mutual agreement so as to cover such excess deemed dividend. 

9. Interest 

As with 'dividends’, interest in India or Italy and paid to a resident of the 
other State may be taxed In both the State, on a graded rate. In India rate 
of tax on interest paid to a foreign company is 25 per cent. In Italy Interest 
paid to not residents is similarly subject ton withholding tax at 12.5 per 
cent which rises to 25 per cent for interest derived from bank and post 
office deposits and to 15 per cent for interest on bank acceptances. 

Under the agreement tax in the source State on the interest paid to a resident 
of the other State in respect of loans or debts (in India, such loans or debts 
should be approved by the GOI), shall not exceed 15 pr cent of the gross 
amount of such interest. Even this limited tax in the source State shall be 
waived if 

(a) the payer of the interest is the Government of local authority of 
that State; 

(b) the payer is an agency or instrumentality or a financial Institution 
if the contract is agreed upon by the two States. 

It is also provided that neither the ll5 per cent limitation on tax in the source 
State nor taxing the Income as interest will apply if the recipient of interest, 
being a resident of a State, carries on business in the State of source torough 
a permanent establishment or fixed base, and the debt claim to respect 
of which the interest is paid is effective connected with such permanent 
establisiment or fixed baU (l.e. tin interest is attribvitable to the permjtnent 
establishment or fbced base). In this case, interest income Is to be taxed 
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in the source State as business profits that is on a net basis according to 
its own law. We have seen that identification of source of tntei^ Is 
important, for the purposes of the article. Interest is considered to arise 
in contracting State if the payer is that State, a political or administrative 
sub-division, local authority or resident of that State. However, in cases 
where the person paying the interest, whether a resident of a contracting 
State or a third State, has in a State other than that of which he is a resldfflit, 
a permanent establishment or fixed base in connection with which the 
Indebtedness on which the interest was paid was incurred, and such interest 
is borne by the permanent establishment or fixed base, then such Interest 
is deemed to arise in the State in which the permanent establishment or 
fbced base is situated and not in the State of the payer’s residence. ‘Borne 
by' means allowable as a deduction in computing taxable income. Thus, 
Indian tax will not be imposed on interest paid to an Italian resident by 
a company resident in India if the indebtedness is incurred in connection 
with and the interest is borne by a permanent establishment of the company 
situated in a third State. 

The agreement further provides that the concessional rate of tax on Interest 
does not apply to amounts (non-arm's length interest charges) in excess 
of the amount which would have been agreed upon between persons having 
no special relationship (arm's length). The excess amount remains taxable 
according to the laws of India and Italy, consistent with any relevant 
provisions of the agreement (l.e. , excess Interest paid to a parent corporation 
may be treated as a dividend under local law and, thus, entitled to the benefits 
of dividend article). 

Indian law now exempts from tax payments of interest to foreign Govern- 
ments and their agencies. The agreement does not guarantee that such 
exemption will continue. Like dividend, Interest is defined as income from 
the Government securities, bonds or debentures, whether or not secured 
by mortgage and whether or not carrying a right to participate in profits, 
and debt claims of every kind as well as all other income assimilated ta 
income from money lent by the taxation law of the State in which the income 
arises. 

The concesslonal/zero tax was to help in utilisation of Credit lines in the 
1985 Inter-govemmental agreement and contracts to be financed under 
the 'open' financial conventions signed between the Intito Bancario S laolo 
di Torino and ihe Indian banks and the Exlm Bank of India. 

10. Royalties ' 

tike divided and Interest, royalties are also taxed in both the States. Royalties 
means payments of any kind received as a consideration for the use of, 
or the right to use, any copyright of literacy, artistic or scientific work 
including cinematograph films and films or tapes for radio or television 
broadcasting, any patent, tradejmark, design or mode, piaip^,!|fCret formula 
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or process, or for the use Qf, or the right to use; Industrial, commercial 
orscfentific equipment or for information concerning Iritkistri^, cornmerclal 
or scientific experience. 

Unlike interest there is no ‘effectively connected principle* for royalties. 
However, there is a source rule for royalties, similar to Interest. Italy and 
India also have similar source rules under respective domestic laws. 

The provisions of article shall also not apply to non-arm’s length payments. 

The agreement, unlike interest does not limit rate of tax on royalties in 
the source State. This is a departure from our recent agreements both with 
developed and less developed countries particularly because of great stress 
on high technology import in India. In Italy royalties are subject to 
withholding tax on 30 per cent calculated on 70 per cent of the gross amount 
(effective rate 21 per cent) and in India foreign companies are subject to 
a tax at source at the rate of 30 per cent on the gross amount. In India, 
the resident companies are taxed at the rate of 50-55 per cent of the 50 
per cent of the royalties, etc; received from foreign Governments/foreign 
enterprises (section 80-0 of the Act). Both countries have protocol of 
understanding on Technical and Financing co-operation of 1991 . This could 
be utilised for furthering transfer of technical know-how, by using conces-" 
sional provision under the treaty. 

In our recent treaties there is a special provision for taxatibn of Technical 
service fees consistent with the need to promote flow of technical personnel. 
Further there is concessional rate of tax on direct dividends, royalties and 
technical service fees like interest in this treaty. The present treaty need 
to be modified to cover these aspects. 

1^. Capital gains 

It has been specifically provided that gains from the sale, exchange or transfer 
of a ship or aircraft operated by an enterprise of a contracting State be 
taxable only in the State in which place of effective management of the 
enterprise is situated. This is consistent with the provision for taxing aircraft 
profits in the States of residence and shipping profits at concessional rate 
in the State of source. 

Gains from the sale, exchange or transfer of Immovable property may be 
taxed in the State in which such property is situated immediately before 
such sale, exchange or transfer. This is on the lines of tax on Income from 
immovable property. The definition of immovable property is same as 
discussed under the head ‘Income from house property*. Similarly, gains 
from, sale, exchange or transfer of any property, whether tangible may be 
taxed in the State in which such property is situated immediately before 
such sale, exchange or transfer. For the purpose of the agreement, the 
situs of shares in a company shall be in the State in which the company 
is Incorporated. The provision is different than taxing of dividend income 
which Is permitted in both States. 
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12. Elimination of double taxation 

One of the two principal purposes for entering Into an IncomC'taK agre^onent 
is to limit double taxation of Income earned by a resident of one of the 
countries that may be taxed by the other country, India seeks unilateral 
to mitigate double taxation by generally allowing Indian resident taxpayers 
relief of foreign income-taxes that they pay against the Indian tax knposed 
on their foreign source Income. A fundamental premise of the foreign tax 
credit is that it may not offset the Indian tax on Indian source income. 

Unilateral efforts to limit double taxation are imperfect. Because of differ- 
ences in rules as to when a person may be tcixed on business income, a 
business may be taxed on by two countries as if it were engaged in business 
in both countries. Also, a corporation or Individual may be treated as a 
resident of more than one country and be taxed on a world-wide basis by 
both. 

Paragraph 1 provides the general rule that will apply under the agreement 
with respect to foreign tax credits for Indian or Italian taxes paid or accrued. 
The article provides a detailed procedure for this purpose separately for 
India and Italy. Generally the method used is the credit method. 

In respect of income from sources within Italy which has been subjected 
to tax both in India and Italy, the amount of Italian tax payable, under the 
laws of Italy, by resident of India, whether directly or by deduction, shall 
be allowed as a credit against the Indian tax payable in respect of such 
Income. 

The credit shall not exceed that proportion of the Indian tax which such 
income bears to the total income chargeable to Indian tax. If the resident 
of India is a company by which sur-tax is also payable, the credit to be 
allowed against Indian tax shall be allowed in the first Instance against the 
income-tax payable by the company in India and, as to the balance, against 
the sur-tax payable by it in India. 

In the case of resident of Italy, if any item of income is. taxable in India, 
Italy may first include such item of Income on the basis upon which personal, 
corporation and local income-tax are imposed, unless there is a contrary 
provision in the agreement. After doing so, Italy shall deduct from the taxes 
so calculated the Indian tax on income, but an amourrt not exceeding that 
proportion of the aforesaid Indian tax which such items of income bear 
to the entire income. However, no deduction shall be granted if the item 
of Income is subjected in Italy to a final withholding tax by request of the 
recipient of the said income in accordance with the Indian law. 

Both countries are also to give credit of taxes spared’ or business profits, 
dividends, interest or royalties arising in a contracting State by exemption 
or reduction in accordance with' the taxation law of that State. Thus, the 
treaty extends the double taxatien relief even in respect of those specific 
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itetTMi af lncome which have been speclficaHy exempted hf> tedia by deemed 
peoenent of tax on «Jch income in indte. Both Stat^ may ai^y exenmdhn 
v4th progres^on for calculaUng the rate of tax to imposed on dm 
iremalnins tncorm. * , 

The items of income Included in this provision are :- 

(a) Business profits subject to tax by reason of their being attrlbutaUe' 
to the maintenance t^ a taxpayer of a permanent establishment; 

(b) Income from immovable property; 

(c) Salaries, pensions paid by either country or by any political or 
administrative subdivision who qualify for Governmental exemption 
and reside in the other country; 

. (d) Compensation for labour or personal services performed in either 
country and taxed by the other country in accordance with the 
dependent or independent personal services articles; 

(e) any other business or personal service income which may be taxed 
In accordance with the agreement; and 

(0 dividends, interest and royalties which are taxed by reason of the 
fact that these are effectively connected with a permanent estab- . 
lishment in either country maintained by a taxpayer of other 
country. 

13. Mutual agreement procedure 

The agreement contains the standard mutual agreement provision which 
authorises the competent authorities together to attempt to alleviate individual 
cases of double taxation not in accordance with the agreement. When a 
resident of one State considers that action of one or both States has resulted, 
or will possibly result, in taxation contrary to the provisions of the agreement, 
such resident may present his case to the competent authority of the State 
of which he is a resident within 2 years from the date of assessment or 
the date of the withholding of tax at source, whichever is late. This remedy 
Is in addition to any remedy provided by the national laws of either State. 
Upon notification, the competent authority makes a determination as to 
whether the objection appears justified. If the objection appears to it to 
be justified and if it is not Itself able to arrive at a satisfactory solution then 
that competent authority would endeavour to resolve the case by mutual 
agreement with the competent authority of the other country, with a view 
to the avoidance of taxation which is not in accordance with the agreement. 

The competent authorises of the two States are to endeavour to resolve 
by mutual agreement any difficulties or doubts arising as to the Interpretation 
and application of the agreement. They may also consult each other for 
the elimination of double taxation in cases not provided for in the agreement. 

The agreement authorities the competent authorities to commurticate with 



20 


TAXATION -MAGAZINE -ARTICLES -PART -I (Wat 146 ' 


each other directly for purpose of reaching an agreement IfTthe sense of 
mutual agreement provision. 

These provisions make clear that it is not necessary to go through standard 
diplomatic channels in order to discuss and also removes any doubt as to 
restrictions that otherwise arise by reason of the confidentiality rules of India 
or Italy. 

The agreement does not list particular matters to which the competent 
authorities might agree. However, some of the matter of competent authorities 
would be authorised to agree, are the allocation of Income, deduction credits 
or allowances, to the determination of the source of Income, and to the 
common meaning of the terms. 

The provision, however, does not authorise the imposition of additional 
taxes after the statutes of limitation have run out. 

14. Exchange of information 

This article forms the basis for co-operation betweerr the two" countries in 
their attempts to deal with avoidance or evasion of their respective taxes 
and to enable them to obtain information so that they can properly administer 
the agreement. The agreement provides for the exchange of information 
which is necessary to carryout the provisions of the agreement. In addition, 
the agreement expressly anjthorises the exchange of such information as 
is necessary for the prevention of fraud or fiscal evasion. The exchange 
of Information is not restricted by personal scope article. Therefore, the 
countries could exchange information about third country residents. The 
agreement requires exchange of information relevant to the taxes which 
are the subject of this agreement. 

Any information exchanged is to be treated as secret in the same manner 
as inforrhation obtained under the domestic laws of the country receiving 
the information. Exchanged Information is to be disclosed only to persons 
or authorities (include courts and administrative bodies) involved in the 
assessment or collection or, the enforcement, investigation or prosecution 
in respect of, or any fraud connected therewith, or to persons in respect 
with whom the information or document relates. 

15. Conclusion 

India accounts for a very small share of Italy’s global trade. India and Italy 
have a joint business council (JBC). The council envisages doubling of the 
Indo-Itallan trade within the next 3 years, by diversifying the trade composition. 

The level of Italian Investment in India and industrial collaboration between 
Indiatt and Italian companies, no doubt has improved, in the post liber- 
alisalton period, due to India emerging as an attractive investment desti- 
nation, however, the position of Italy has declined from 5th in 1981-91 
to 8th during 1992-94. Italy fifiuld increase its presence in India In the 
areas of textiles, ready-made garments, chemicals, leather, machine tools, 
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electronics, teidlle machinery and processed foods. Italian cothpanies could 
use India as the base for manufacturing of sub-components and sub- 
assemblies for its Industrial products and as a source country to manufacture 
goods with buy-back arrangements. These goods could be exported to Asian- 
Pacific region, which has proximity to India. Both could take up Joint 
projects, partlciiiarly in die construction filed, In third countries (middle east 
and former Soviet Union). Italy’s participation as a partner country in India 
Engineering trade fair would give a boost to these activities. 

The present agreement notified in 1990 has been revised in 1993. The 
parliamentary procedure of ratification of the DTAA in Italy Is pending before 
it comes into effect. 



Atil * * 


22 

Special audit under proposed new section^ 14A of 
the Central Excise and Salt Act, 194# ; 

By 

K.K Jhanwar - 

in the Budget for 1995-96 a number of changes have been proposed !n 
various provisions of the Central Excise and Salt Act, 1944 whi(^ are to 
take effect from die date of the enactment ol the Finance Act, 1995 that 
is the date on which the Finance Blit, 1995 receives die assent of President 
of India. One of the most important changes which has far reaching 
implications for the manufacturing sector and Cost Accountants, Is the 
proposal to insert a new Section 14A in the Central Excise and Salt Act, 
1944 regarding special audit in certain cases. The sub-section (1) of proposed 
Section 14A reads as under 

‘‘14A. Special audit In certain cases : (1) If at any stage of enquiry, 
investigation or any other proceedings before him, any Central ^cise 
Officer not below the rank of Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise, 
having regard to the nature and complexity of the case and the interest 
of revenue, is of the opinion that the value has not been correctly declared 
or determined by a manufacturer or any person, he may with the previous 
approval of the Chief Commissioner of Central Excise, direct such 
.manufacturer or such person to get the accounts of his factory, office, 
depots, distributors or any other place, as may be specified by the said 
Central Excise Officer, audited by a cost accountant, nominated by the 
Chief Commissioner of Central Excise in this behalf.” 

Thus as per sub-section (1) of proposed Section' 14A the Central Excise 
Officer not below the rank of an Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise 
will be empowered to order, with the previous approval of the Chief 
Commissioner of Central Excise (CCCE), for special audit of accounts of 
manufacturer or any person, pertaining to his factory, office, depots, 
distributors or any other place by a cost accountant to be nominated by 
the CCCE. The rationale for enacting this provision is to get the Assessee’s 
records scrutinised by a professional person for determining the correct 
duty liability. This power which is exercisable by the Commissioner of Central 
Excise (CCE) or Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise (ACCE) with the 
previous approval of CCCE, is restricted to complicated cases where in 
the course of enquiry, investigation or any other proceedings before him 
he has reason to doubt the assessable value determined and declared by 
the manufacturer or any person. Thus this audit will not extend generally 
instead it can be ordered only in selective cases and that too vvlth the previous 
approval of CCCE which would require a subjective discretion of CCE. This 
means that CCCE cannot be forced to give pennisslori for Audit though 
CCE/ ACCE may have reason to believe that audit ts warranted having 
regard to the nature and complexity of the case and -the Interest of revenue 
where he is of the opinion that the value has not been correctly declared 
or determined by a manufacturer or any person. The requirement of prior 
permission of the CCCE has been kept presumably to ward off any possible 
misuse of power by the CCE/SCCE. 
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^ sectton is very wide as it extends io ^ cate^iy bf 
petstins wh^hef Coqcxjrate or not and whether maindaburer or not including 
offices, depot, dlstrftjiutors or any other place of manufacturer or any per^n . 
But unlike statutory audit under Section 224 of the Companies Act, 1956, 
cost audit u/s 233B of the Companies Act, 1956, Tax Audit u/s 44AB 
of the Iruome-tax Act, it cannot be called audit as such, because its 
application is susoeptible to discretion of excise audioiittes not below me 
tank of ACCE. At best it should be called the investigatiC^ of books of 
accounts of the manufacturer or any person for limited purposes. However 
in the Headnotc of the proposed Sectldn 14A the words “Special Audit" 
have been used, which signify unqualified intention of our taw makers to 
characterize it as a audit which is also reflected in sub-section (3) of the 
proposed Section 14A which states that the provisions of sub-section (1) 
shadl have effect notwithstanding that the accounts of the manufacturer or 
person aforesaid have been audited under any other law for the time being 
in force or otherwise. Here words ‘under any other law for the time in 
force’ presumably indicate the Companies Act, Income-tax Act, Society 
Registration Act, whereunder audits are required for various stated purposes. 
Thus sub-section (3) of proposed section 14A give this audit an overriding 
character. This means side by side statutory audit, cost audit the manu- 
facturing companies may also, If the circumstances as mentioned in proposed 
Section 14A(1) are there, may be required to undergo this special audit 
which may involve repetitive audit work. Sub-section (1) of Section 14A 
states that Central Excise Officer not below the rank of ACCE may direct 
the manufacturer or any person to get the accounts (emphasis supplied) 
of his factory, office, depot, distributors or any other place as may be 
specified by Central Excise Officer, audited by a Cost Accountant nominated 
by the CCCE in this behalf which indicates that a wide range of areas may 
be subjected to special audit. The use of word ‘accounts’ in this section 
is quite intriguing as in the Central Excise and Salt Act, 1944 the word 
accounts has not been defined. Whether it indicates cost accounts or it covers 
all accounts including financial accounts is not clear. In the absence of clarity 
the meaning of accounts as used in general parlance should be assumed. 
The word accounts In general commercial usage includes every conceivable 
accounting record Including non-statutory accounting records kept by the 
manufacturer or any person for its internal control purpose. The idea behind 
including the depots, distributors under the ambit of proposed audit appears 
to be to check manipulation In pricing of the product to evade the duty. 
This has become more relevant when excise duty structure has become ad 
valorem i.e. the duty Is payable on the price declared in the invoice. 

The power to nominate the cost accountant has been clothed with CCCE. 
There appears to be some drafting error. Because apart from the words 
‘cost accountant’, the words ‘firm of cost accountants, should have also 
been Included to give wide choice to CCE to select the persons/firm with 
adequate expertise depending upon the size of enterprise subjected to rigour 
of special audit. It has also not been specified how CCCE will select the 
cost accountant. The provisions could have been made to provide that 
cost accountant will be selected out of pool notified by Institute of Cost 
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and Works Accountants of India to ensure impartiality In the selection so 
as to avoid friction amongst fellow Cost Accountants over granting of the 
audit work. Sub-section (2) provides that the cost accountant so nominated 
shall within the period specified by Central Excise Officer submit a report 
of such audit duly signed and certified by him to the said Central EKise 
Officer mentioning such particulars as may be specified. Here it would 
have been better if tmiform period of three months or six months could 
have been prescribed instead of vesting the discretion of fixing period with 
Central Excise Officer not below the rank of ACCE. Further the form of 
audit report should have been specified. The Government has option to 
prescribe elaborate procedure, nature and content of audit report by framing 
appropriate rules in Central ^cise Rules, 1944 which will give clarity and 
transparency as to content and use of such audit report. 

The discretion to fix the remuneration has been given to CCCE. Since all 
expenses incidental to audit including remuneration of the cost accountant 
is to be borne by the company it would have been appropriate if the 
remuneration would have been fbced with mutual consent of the CCCE and 
the Company. Further there should have also been provisions that if nothing 
consequential is found out against the Company the remuneration should 
be borne by the Central Government. This would have made the provisions 
more equitable. Sub-section (4) of proposed Section 14A provides that in 
case of default in payment of the remuneration, the same will be recoverable 
in the manner protdded under Section 11 of the Central Excise and Salt 
Act, 1944 as if It were an arrear of land revenue. Already corporates are 
paying hefty amounts to their statutory auditor, cost auditor and this will 
be an added burden more particularly if ultimately nothing adverse is found 
against them. 

Sub-section (5) of proposed Section 14A provides that the manufacturer 
or person shall be given an opportunity of being heard in respect of any 
material gatheredon the basis of audit under Sub-section (1) and proposed 
to be utilised in any proceedings under this Act or rules made thereunder. 
This is an equitable provision and desirable on the ground of principle of 
natural Justice. 

The new provisions as contained in proposed Section 14 A are welcome 
as they will help in checking evasion of excise duty under ad valorem duty 
Structure regime and protect the revenue of the government with the help 
of professional cost accountants. The new provisions will also give added 
recognition to the profession of cost accountancy. But the government 
should ensure that provisions are made more clear, unambiguous and 
transparent. 

Hope the government will try to impart more clarity and unambiguity in 
provisions while framing Central excise rules relevant to this Section by 
prescribing an elaborate procedure, nature, scope and content of audit report 
so as to achieve the objectives for which this new section 14A has been 
proposed. 
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Allowability of legal expenses in regard to writ 
petition against new imposts of Central Excise 

By 

N.S. Raghavan 


Of late, a large number of new imposts under Central Excise 
are being levied. The tax pavers have no other options but to 
take such Imposts to litigation In the wav of writ petitions. 
Though legal expenses incurred In filing writs are not allowable 
as business expenditure, legal expenses Incurred In connection 
with writ petition filed against the new Imposts of Central. Excise 
are allowable based on the decision of the Supreme Court In 
C.I.T. us. Malavalam Plantations Ltd., (1964) 53 ITR 140. The 
following article will be useful to tax papers to claim such 
expenses as business expenses. 






General 

1. One notices writs galore being filed by the Indian citizens to get their 
grievances redressed, as this is guaranteed under the Indian Constitution. 
The question is whether expenses, incurred in connection with writs filed 
by businessmen against new imposts of Central Excise can be entertained 
and allowed as part of the business expenditure. The tax payers have no 
option but to challenge such new Imposts of Central Excise by way of writ 
petitions. The Income-tax department, however, does not allow the legal 
expenses incurred in connection with writ petitions filed against the new 
imposts of Central Excise as business expenditure. Though some Appellate 
Tribunals have allowed these expenses, the point has not been clearly 
established. 

Case of the IT Department 

2. It appears that legal expenses are incurred by the tax-payers in challenging 
the additional levy imposed by the Excise Act by the writ petition. According 
to the Income Tax department, the said legal expenses are not incidental 
to the assessee's business. It is not disputed that such amount has been 
incurred by the assessee. The department states that this is merely an 
additional charge on the existing rate which does not in any way hamper 
the normal functioning of the company. 

Tax Payer's Contentions 

3. The assessees have challenged the additional levy of excise duty which 
would enhance the price of commodity in question and, accordingly, the 
assessee has to face the competition in the market with a high cost product. 
It is immaterial whether such additional levy was imposed on all manufac- 
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turers of similar type of product as produced by the assessee. It cannot 
be said the expenditure in challenging such levy is not made on the grounds 
of commercial expediency and in order indirectly to facilitate the carrying 
on the business. 

Supreme Court decision in Malayalam Plantations Ltd. (1964) 
53 ITR 140 

4. The Calcutta High Court has referred to the decision that laid down 
the principles in such cases in Malayalam Plantations (supra) case, as 
follows; 

“In our view, the principles laid down by the Supreme Court in CIT 
os. Birla Cotton Spinning and Weaving Mills Ltd. (1971) 82 ITR 166 
will apply to the facts and circumstances of this case. Business expe- 
diency may not require that all expenses be Incurred for earning 
immediate profits. Such expediency may also require that expenses be 
incurred to save business from coercive process and unlawful expro- 
priation so that business may remain on sound footing and may earn 
greater profits in future. Where an assessee takes any steps for reducing 
its liability to tax which results in more funds being left for the purpose 
of carrying on the business or where the assessee takes steps for 
increasing the sale price for generating more funds for the purpose of 
carrying on business, there is always a possibility of higher profits. 
Accordingly, in determining whether an expenditure is deductible the 
essential test which has to be applied is whether the expenses were 
incurred for the preservation and protection of the assessee’s business 
from any such process or proceedings which might have resulted in 
the reduction of its income and profits. In our view, legal expenses 
claimed by the assessee are allowable as business expenditure. Even 
otherwise, the expenditure was incidental to the business and was 
necessitated or Justified by commercial expediency. Accordingly, the 
expenditure is deductible". 

Calcutta High Court Decision 

5. On similar point, the Calcutta High Court considered in C.I.T. us. 
Krishnan Ci^anoday Sugar Ltd. (1990) 186 ITC 541. There, the legal 
expenses were Incurred by the assessee in connection with the writ petition 
filed in the Calcutta High Court challenging the Sugzur Control Order and 
asking the High Court to give libcry to the assesee to collect the excess 
price of sugar. The expenditure in question was incurred for pursuing the 
aforementioned writ petition. The Income tax Officer held that the expenditure 
in question could not be related to the earning of the Income. There, the 
Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) reversed the above order of the 
Income-tax Officer observing that whatever might be the nature of earning, 
it was clear that the writ petition was filed in the Interest of the business 
in getting a better sale price for the sugar and as such the expenditure 
was allowable as a proper bu^ess expenditure under section 37 of the 
Act. The Tribunal affirmed the order of the Commissioner of Income-tax 
(Appeals) by holding tl^at it was only in the interest of the business that 
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the assessee has incurred the expenditure and, in this regard, the test laic 
down by the Supreme Court in the case of C/7 vs. Malayalam Plantationi 
Ltd. (1964) 53 ITR 140 has been followed. The High Court held that the 
test laid down by the Supreme Court in Matayalam Plantations, (supr 
case has been followed. 

Conclusion 

6. It is immaterial whether such additional levy was Imposed on a 
manufacturers of similar type of the product as produced by the assessei 
It cannot be said that expenditure in challenging such levy Is not made or 
grounds of commercial expediency and in order indirectly to facilitate th< 
carrying on the business. The tax payers, who have such a case car 
legitimately claim such expenses as business expenses. 



28 


TAXATION - MAGAZINE - ARTICLES - PART - 1 


{Vol. 126 


Depreciation even without full-fledged 
ownership of assets 


By 


R. Santhanam 


r 


K. 


The question whether the depreciation allowance could be claimed 
or allowed In respect of depreciable assets for which the assessee 
Is not a full-fledged owner, is an area of Judicial controversy. 
The Allahabad and Patna High Courts have taken the view that 
the assessee who Is having possession and use of the property 
for which consideration has been paid and In respect of which 
agreement to sell has been entered into, would be entitled to 
claim depreciation allowance as the owner of the property, 
whereas the Madras, Kerala, Delhi and Orissa High Courts have 
taken the contrary view to hold that no depreciation Is admissible 
to an assessee who Is not the full-fledged owner and in whose 
name, the property Is not registered. All the above Judgments, 
even though rendered after 1-4-1988, In some cases, have been 
based on the law as It stood prior to 1st April, 1988. In view 
of Section 2(47) of the Income-tax Act having been amended by 
the Finance Act, 1987, w.e.f. 1st April, 1988, the transfer of 
ownership for the purpose of income-tax must be regarded as 
having become complete even when there is no registration of 
the conveyance deed in favour of the assessee by the seller to 
the buyer. Therefore, the divergent Judicial opinions of different 
High Courts based on the law which stood earlier, cannot directly 
be applied for the assessment year 1988-89 and subsequent 
years. Consequently, the benefit of depreciation allowance would 
be admissible to tax-payers even in cases where Immovable 
property which, as depreciable asset, is not registered in the name 
of the buyer — assessee. The majority of rulings of the High Courts 
rendered earlier on the basis of the law prior to 1-4-1988 cannot, 
therefore, be applied In the same manner to cases Involving 
assessment year 1988-89 and subsequent years. The learned 
author has analysed the law In this regard for the purpose of 
readers. 






1. Introduction 


The allowance of depreciation in computing the taxable profits of the 
business or profession under section 32 of the Income-tax Act is vital to 
arrive at the proper computation of income chargeable to tax. Section 32 
stipulates that in order to be allowed depreciation it is essential that the 
depreciable asset must be owned by the assessee and that the asset must 
be used for the purpose of the business or profession. The taxpayers and 
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tax authorities invariably find It difficult to agree with one another in regard 

to the fulfilment of both these conditions which are cumulative in their 

application. The fulfilment of both the conditions being a prerequisite, the 

non-fulfilment of either of these conditions would disentitle the assesjsee 

to claim depreciation and would In turn empower the revenue authorities 

to disallow the claim and Impose the levy of tax as if depreciation claim 

and disallowed as income chargeable to tax. 

* 

2. Legislative Amendment 

This controversy has acquired a new dimension in regard to the scope of 
resolving the dispute in the appellate and judicial process after the legislative 
amendment of section 2(47) of the Income-tax Act made by the Finance 
Act, 1987 w.e.f. 1-4-1988. The effect of the amendment to section 2(47) 
is that the term ‘transfer’ in relation to a capital asset must be construed 
for the assessment year 1988-89 and for subsequent years to include any 
transaction involving the allowing of the possession of any immovable 
property to be taken or retained in part performance of a contract of the 
natur^c referred to in section 53A of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882. 
As a result of this amendment the payment of consideration for and taking 
over possession of the immovable property coupled with entering into an 
agreement for sale cuid purchase of the property would be adequate so far 
as tax laws are concerned and it is not essential that the property must 
be registered by way of a conveyance deed being executed by the transferor 
in favour of the transferee. 

3. Effect 

Prior to this amendment the legal position was altogether different and only 
when the property is registered in the name of the transferee the transferee 
could claim to be the owner thereof and hence until conveyance deed was 
executed and registered the transferor was regarded as the owner and the 
transferee could not make such claim of ownership. Further, the transferor 
was denied depreciation as he did not use the property as depreciation 
asset for business or profession, carried on by him as the property has 
been handed over physically for being held and used by the transferee. In 
the hands of the transferee the depreciation is disallowed on the ground 
that he is not the owner although use of the property by him for business 
is not doubted. 

As a result, both the transferor and the transferee are denied depreciation 
by the Revenue taking advantage of the situation arising from delays and 
difficulties in the matter of registration of the transfer by execution of 
conveyance deed. In all such cases, the disputes between the assessee and 
the revenue vVil)' require to be resolved first by ascertaining the assessment 
year to which the dispute relates because the change in law is effective 
only for and from the assessment year 1988-89. Further, the answer to 
the issue in dispute depends upon the question whether the transferor is 
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denied depreciation or the transferee is denied depreciation and, if so, in 
either case, which is the jurisdiction of the High Court under which the 
case of the assessee falls. 

4. Importance of change in law 

The divergence of judicial opinion on the one hand and change in law on 
the other would thus make it imperative for the decision making to be based 
on the law as applicable to the relevant assessment year. In most cases, 
the use of the depreciable asset for the purpose of being a matter of fact, 
would get dissolved at the stage of the Tribunal and a finding of fact in 
this regard would be rendered in the disposal of the appeal but the question 
as to ownership is a question of law and invariably a mixed question of 
law and facts and, therefore, the decision in respect of ownership would 
reach finality only when the reference taken against it is finally concluded 
by the decision of the High Court and thereafter by an appeal before the 
Supreme Court. Therefore, one has to be guided by the decision in appeal 
on the issue of dispute in regard to ownership as the criteria for granting 
or denying depreciation allowance and that too having regard to the 
assessment year to which the relevant provision as applicable Is actually 
applied to arrive at a decision. 

5. Judicial Analysis 

The law is well settled that under the general law relating to transfer of 
property the ownership of an Immovable property has to be determined 
only by seeing the documents of title to the property as evidence of ownership 
because it is the legal title that determines the entitlement to make the claim 
for depreciation and not mere possession and symbolic title. The law on 
the subject has been elaborately examined by the Madras High Court in 
CIT vs. Tamil Nadu Agro-Industries Corporation Ltd. (1987) Taxation 
87(3)1 18 (Mad.), (1987) 163 ITR 61, in the light of the statutory provisions, 
of the Income-tax Act, the Transfer of Property Act and Registration Act 
to hold that the ownership of depreciable asset referred to in section 32 
of the I.T. Act is the legal title to the property and not the mere possession, 
use and enjoyment thereof. Accordingly, the assessee was held to be not 
entitled to depreciation allowance as it was not the owner having title to 
the property. In this case, the -conveyance deed for sale of the property 
in favour of the assessee was executed on 22-3-1975 and it was registered 
subsequently, and therefore, for the assessment year 1973-74 which was 
the year in dispute the assessee was held to be not the owners of the property 
and hence not entitled to depreciation allowance merely on the ground of 
having used the property for the purpose of business carried on. The Court 
further held that the effect of registration under section 47 of the Registration 
Act read with section 17 thereof is to ponfer legal title to the transferee 
and hence the registration relates back to the date of execution of the 
conveyance deed and only on and from*lhe sale deed being executed 

[ ■ 
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ownership of property would vest in the transferee. This is also clear from 
the decisions in Ramsaran Lai us. M.S.T. Domini Kuer AIR (1961) SC 
1747 and Hiralal Agarwal vs. Ram Padarath Singh AIR (1969) SC 244. 
The vieuf taken by the Madras High Court in the above case, is also ip 
conformity with the judgments of the Supreme Court in CIT vs. Bhurangim 
Coal Co. (1958) 34 ITR 802 (SQ and Alapatl Venkatramaiifa vs. CIT 
(1965) 57 ITR 185 (SC) wherein the concept of effective transfer of 
Immovable property has been explained. 

The Bombay High Court in Amarchand J. Aggarwal vs. Union of India 
(1983) 142 ITR 402 and Amarchand Jai Narain Agarwal vs. Union of 
India (1983) 142 ITR 410 also examined the effect of registration of a 
document of title to Immovable property in the context of proceedings for 
acquisition of Imrnovable property under the Income-tax Act. 

The Delhi High Court in CIT vs. Hindustan Cold Storage & Refrigeration 
Pvt. Ltd. (1 97 6) 103 ITR 455 has also held that an agreement to sell without 
being followed by a deed of conveyance being executed and registered would 
not confer title on the buyer nor take away the title of the seller. To the 
same effect also the decisions of the Bombay High Court in CIT vs. Sultan 
Bros. Pvt. Ltd. (1983) 142 ITR 249 (Bom.) and Dr. Raja SirM.A. Muthlah 
Chettlar vs. CIT (1984) 148 ITR 532 (Mad.). 

The Calcutta High Court in CIT vs. Ganga Properties Ltd. (1970) 77 ITR 
637 has also held that mere beneficial ownership of property by having 
an agreement to sell and by taking possession of the property on payment 
of consideration would not vest title to the property in the transferee to 
enable him to claim to be the owner thereof. The Full Bench of the Kerala 
High Court in Parthas Trust vs. CIT (1988) Taxation 89(3) 260 (Ker.), 
(1988) 169 ITR 334 has also examined the copcept of ownership of 
immovable property in the light of English arid Indian cases in relation to 
a property settled in trust and to determine the entitlement to claim 
depreciation in respect of assets used for the purpose of business. In this 
case, the assessee trust was found using the assets held In its possession 
for the purpose of business carried on by it but it was found to be not 
having legal title to the property settled in trust and hence the assessee 
not being the legal owner was held to be' disentitled to claim depreciation. 
Mere beneficial interest in the property would not be adequate to claim 
the rights, title and claims as owner of the property and this was so held 
by the Supreme Court in R.B. Jodhmal Kuthlala vs. CIT. 1971 Taxation 
XXXI (1) 290 (SC), (1971) 82 ITR 570 (SQ. Therefore, the ownership 
of property relevant for depreciation allowance is the legal ownership and 
not mere beneficial ownership. 

6. Contrary Views 

However, the Allahabad High Court in Addl. CIT vs. UP. State Agro- 
Industrial Corporation (1981) 127 ITR 97 took the view that for the 
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purpose of depreciation allowance under section 32 of the IT Act It Is enough 
if the person claiming to be the owner Is In a position to exercise the rights 
of ownership not on behalf of the person in whom the title vests but in 
his own right and that the transfer of possession by the State Government 
in favour of U.P. State Agro-Industrial Corporation was adequate to enable 
the Corporation to claim depreciation allowance notwithstanding the fact 
that no sale deed had been executed and registered in its favour. This is 
also because of the fact that the title of U.P. State Agro-Industrial Cor- 
poration was neither questioned nor likely to be questioned by the State 
Government of U.P. and no one else could have any rival claim as for all 
practical purposes the State Government and the State Industrial Corpo- 
ration are one and the same or at best two sides of the same coin. 

In Addl. CIT us. Sohay Properties & Investment Co. Pvt. Ltd. (1983) 
Taxation 70(3)102 (Pat.), (1983) 144 ITR 357 the Patna High Court took 
the view that ownership need not in every case be determined from the 
document of title in the hands of the assessee in his own name but could 
be inferred from the assessee’s right to exclude others from claiming any 
right, title or interest in the property. So long as the assessee has everything 
which will signify ownership short of title and can use that right even for 
enforcing specific performance of the contract to have the property registered 
in his name. The ownership of the assessee to the property cannot be 
disputed and hence, the assessee should be regarded as the owner to allow 
depreciation. 

7. Latest decision and dissent 

The Orissa High Court in CIT vs. Draupatl Pvt. Ltd. (1995) 211 ITR 593 
and the Madras High Court in Tamil Nadu Agro-Industries Corporation 
as well as the Kerala High Court in the case of Parthas Trust have expressly 
dissented from the above views of the Allahabad and Patna High Courts. 

8. Suggestions and conclusion 

The result of the concept of ownership being decided differently by different 
High Courts for the purpose of depreciation would require to be "kept in 
mind because in all the above cases, the assessment years in dispute were 
prior to 1-4-1988 and hence, the view expressed in all the above cases, 
prior to 1-4-1988 would not apply or prevail for assessment year 
1988-89 and subsequent year because of the legislative amendment to 
section 2 (47) effective from 1-4-1988 made by the Finance Act, 1987. 
Further, even for the earlier assessment year what was held by the Allahabad 
& Patna High Courts would continue to prevail within the jurisdiction of 
those High Courts as both these decisions have not been reversed or over- 
ruled so far. 

Moreover, the controversy in regard to legal and beneficial ownership is 
no more applicable or relevant for the assessment year 1988-89 and 
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subsequent years and therefore, reliance on the judgments of Parthas T rust 
and of Tamil Nadu Agro-Industries Corporation as well as other decisions 
of the Supreme Court on which reliance was placed to arrive at a judgment 
In the^ cases would not disentitle the assessee to claim depreciation because 
the distinction between legal and beneficial ownership is inapplicable from 
assessment year 1988-89. What is most important is the use of which 
depreciable asset is put by the person claiming to be the owner thereof. 

So long as the claimant is having possession, use and enjoyment of the 
property whose case falls under section 53A of the Transfer of Property 
Act, the claimant would qualify for depreciation allowance and the same 
cannot be denied. It cannot be said that the amendment to section 2(47) 
is only for the limited purposes of capital gains tax and not for grant of 
depreciation allowance because the criteria followed for determining transfer 
and ownership of capital asset Is the criteria adopted even for computing 
depreciation allowance admissible to the assessee and two are therefore 
inseparable. 

In view of what is stated above, the claims for depreciation should be allowed 
for and from assessment year 1988-89 without unduly stressing on the 
requirement of legal ownership by the assessee. 
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Tax Reliefs for Education 

By 

S.P. Pahwa 


Education can go a long wag in shaping the economg and 
behaviour pattern of any country. Rather education Itself Is 
capable of solving many problems. However, even educated 
persons sometimes behave In a manner not expected of them. 
Without multiplying the examples, themain Issue was tax Incentive 
for education - education of all. Inspite of the tax Incentives, 
the rate of literacy has not come up to the desired level In India. 
Accordingly, Shri S.P. Pahwa, Ex. IRS, after referring to the 
various provisions of Tax Laws and some of the case law, has 
suggested for a detailed study of the subject, more tax Incentives, 
provision of ‘free education’ to the deserving Including higher 
education etc. If we have good Intelllgentia In India, why the 
VIPs would rush to foreign countries for education, treatments 
for ailment and other matters. 



Education for all had been the recent slogan and the Bhartiya Janata Party 
heading the Delhi Government (National Capital) had to come up with 
‘human chain’ - bringing the awareness for all that ‘Education’ is must for 
all. What is education for this purpose Is that the basic/primary education 
should be available to all including the illiterate adults. This is the reason 
we had adult educational centre for teaching in the evening. Still something 
more is needed on the part of the Central Government, State Governments 
and other voluntary educational organisations including some of the charitable 
institutions concerned with education. 


2. Be that as it may, India has lagged behind in achieving the desired goal ~ 
for education - in some of the comers of India, literacy rate is still at the 
lowest ebb. The magnitude of uneducated children and rate of illiteracy 
Is well known. However, from the Hindustan Times dated 9th Feb. 1995, 
where position of educating the children and aged (specially between the 
age group of 15-35) was highlighted under the heading ‘Towards total 
literacy.’ Still, this effort of the NDMC and Delhi Government are not 
sufficient unless some steps on the positive side are taken including involvement 
of more voluntary organisations and setting up of more centres. 

3. With this general picture of ‘education’, we come to tax incentives. Some 
already exist. At the outset, a reference is made to the provisions of section 
2(11) ol the Income-tax Act, 1961 defining ‘charitable purpose’ which 
inciuifes ‘education’. In other words, charitable Institutions involved in 
educational activities i.e. establishment of schools, colleges etc. would be 
getting exemption as per provisions of the section 1 1 but in view of various 
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practical problems, only few organisations come with actual teaching centres 
- the practical proUems being Including lack of land, other infra-structure 
etc. Hence many institutions Just remain on ^per* without achieving 
the cherished objects of the person behind the show. At the same time, 
once a society Is formed or an institution is established, no body wodld 
like to leave the authority • rather they should get disassociated themselves 
in the course of time once the institution gets dedicated to 'public'. Actusdly, 
the Government has no machinery to take over such Institutions and that 
is why discrimination of 'Public', 'Private' and ‘Government’ schools continue 
to exist after many years of independence. All this speaks of lack of good 
and practical ‘Education Policy’ and the needed tax incentives for the growth 
of literacy. 

4. After a society is registered and also gets its registration under section 
12A of the Income-tax Act, 1961, it gels the certificate under section 80G 
for raising donations and these donations get exempted/or get tax relief 
in the hands of donors. Actually, it has been seen that the certificate under 
section 80G is a cash certificate and only few well established institutions 
maintain proper accounts and do their activities to achieve the objects 
Including establishment of schools/collegcs etc. Some persons form their 
own societies to get tax relief for their relations and then with the passage 
of time, the so-formed Institutions die their own death. Hence the need 
to exercise more checks so that the funds raised are actually spent for the 
purposes for which they are meant. Even in the case of blind schools, it 
is noted that more than 50% is spent on administrative matters and a little 
reaches the needy. 

5. Under the provisions of section 10(22) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 
complete exemption from income-tax has been granted to any Income of 
a university or other educational institution, existing solely for educational 
purposes and not for purposes of profit. The bare expression 'other 
educational institution' has created lot of litigation and on a plain reading, 
even an Institution owned by a private person is entitled to get this exemption 
if it is proved that the institutjon is existing only for 'educational purposes' 
and not ‘for purposes of profit’. The expression ‘for purposes of profit’ 
had also been the bone of contention leading to closing of some institutions 
on 2 u:count of tax iiablilty. This section need to have a fresh legislative look 
so that the education is properly spread for which the exemption was given. 
In view of two independent provisions, i.e^. sections 11 and 10(22), persons 
claiming exemption under section 11 have to undergo various and manifold 
formalities to continue as a charitable institution with ‘education’ as one 
of the purpose. Whereas exemptloci under section 10(22) Isa blank exemption, 
the institution may or may not file its return of Income. Actually, the Law 
does not oblige such persons to file their returns of income. For achieving 
the intention of this section, some procedural matters need to be carved 
out specially for ‘other educations^ institutions’. 
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6. The Finance Act, 1994 made another attempt to allow deduction In 
respect of repayment of loan taken for higher education. The amount of 
loan had been limited to Rs. 25,000/- and the expression ‘higher education' 
has been defined to mean full-time studies for any graduate or post-graduate 
or post-graduate course in engineering, medicine, management or for post- 
graduate courses in applied sciences or pure sciences including mathematics 
and statistics. Loans are to be allowed by approved charitable institutions/ 
financial Institutions. Be that as it may, the amount of Rs. 25,000/- is 
insignificant to complete any of the courses mentioned above. Rather, higher 
education should be free to certain deserving persons (whose parents cannot 
afford) and they are interested in pursuing their studies. 

7. Another anomaly exists under the Gift-tax Act, 1958. This provision 
I.e. section 5(l)(xii) gives exemption in respect of gifts for the education 
of children, to the extent to which the gifts are proved to the satisfaction 
of the Assessing Officer as being reasonable have regard to the circumstances 
of the case. This is a liberal provision but the judgment and ‘discretion’ 
would and is bound to vary from person to person - whether he is a claimant 
or the Assessing Officer. Even this liberal and straight provision had been 
made subject matter of litigation. The question of gift-tax exemption for 
education of children had come up before the Bombay High Court in the 
case of K.M. Sheth vs. Commissioner of Gift-tax (1988) Taxation 89(3) 
356 (Bom.), (1988) 170 ITR 407 where the assessee had settled on trust 
certain shares for the benefit of his minor son Including for educational 
expenses. The assessee claimed exemption under section 5(l){xli) of the 
Gift-tax Act but was denied as the settlement was not for ‘education’ only 
but was for number of purposes including food, clothing, residence etc. 
Now, if a child is put in the boarding, ‘education’ has to Include such 
Incidentals. Maybe the settlement was part of tax planning on the part of 
the assessee, accordingly, the Bombay High Court held that no portion 
of the gift was in fact for the education of the minor son. Accordingly, 
the settlement was not covered by the provisions of section 5(l)(xli) of the 
Gift-tax Act, 1958. 

8. Distinguishing the ratio laid down by the Honourable Bombay High Court 
(supra) the Madras High Court held in the case of Commissioner of Gift- 
tax us. P.C. Varghese (1994, 121 Taxation 475) that the gift for education 
of children is exempt. In this case the assessee had set apart estimated 
expenditure of Rs. 48,000/- for the son for school/college education and 
Rs. 55,600/- for the education of two daughters. The Tribunal allowed 
the exemption under section ,5(l)(xil) to the extent of Rs. 1,12,178/-. The 
Madras High agreed with the Tribunal and held that the amount was really 
set apart to meet the education of the children and there was nothing wrong 
in it. 

9. Keeping in view the present trend'of growing education, what is needed 
is to accelerate Its speed from various angles including more tax incentives 
and their real utilisation for education. 
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Important Changes brought out by 
Finance Bill, 1995 

By 

O.C. Tandon 

Before the budget was out there was speculation as to changes likely to 
be brought by the Finance Bill. In fact many eminent economists came out 
with their forecasts as to the changes likely to be introduced in the Finance 
Bill but for a few forecasts all turned out to be off the mark. In fact Finance 
Bill, 1995 does not bring out many changes In the Income-tax Act but there 
are certain changes which are not highlighted but have been made casting 
more responsibility on the tax-payers. Some of the Important changes are 
given below :- 

I 

(i) Rate of tax — But for the increase in the limit in the taxable Income 
from Rs. 35,000/- to Rs. 40,000/- in the case of individuals, there are 
no other changes. With the increase In limit and slabs remaining the same, 
there is an overall benefit of Rs. 1,000/- in tax to all the tax-payers. There 
are no changes in the slabs or slab rates of tekx structure. 

(ii) Changes in Section 2 of the Income-tax Act — Under the existing 
provisions “short term capital asset” means a capital asset held by an assessee 
for 36 months or less excepting in the case of shares In a company or 
other securities listed In the recognised stock exchange or unit of the Unit 
Trust of India or a unit of the Mutual Fund. These are treated as short 
term capital asset if these are held by the assessee for 12 months or less. 
The proposed amendment now seeks to specify that in the case of a capital 
asset being a share, security or unit which is allotted without any payment 
on the basis of holding of any other financial asset, the period for treating 
such share, security or unit as a short term capital asset shall be calculated 
from the date of allotment of such share etc. 

(iil) Amendment to Section 10 of the Income-tax Act 

Clause (lOD) of Section 10 has been amended. In view of introduction of 
a new section 80DDA to provide that any sum received under sub-section 
(3) of Section 80DDA, namely, the amount deposited by the individual or 
a member of the HUF for payment of annuity or lump sum amount for 
the benefit of handicap dependent if received by such individual In the event 
of handicap dependent pre-deceasing such individual or member of the HUF, 
the amount received by him shall not be exempt from tax. 

Section 10(14} as edready existing provides exemption in respect of such 
allowance or benefit which are specified by a notification. Since it is difficult 
to keep track of the notifications, the words “as may be prescribed under 
Income-tax Rules, 1962” have been substituted. This will obviate the 
difficulty of going through all the notifications since the rule as amended 
from time to time may be referred to. 
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Qause (15) of Section 10 has been amended. Sub^use (\4 of Cause (15) 
in order to enlarge the scope of income-tax exemption by providing such 
exemption also on interest on deposits for the benefit of the victims of 
Bhopal gas like deposits held in such account, with the RBI or urith the 
'Public Sector Bank as the Central Government may by notification in the . 
bfficlal gazette specify in this behalf. Such notification can be made 
prospectively or retrospectively but not from a date earlier than 1-4-1994. 

Sub-clause (iv) of Cause (15A) has been amended. The proposed amendment 
seeks to restrict the scope of the exemption by excluding therefrom payments 
made for providing spares, facilities or services in connection v^th the 
operation of the leased aircraft. After clause (23AA) of section 10, a new 
clause (23AAA) has been inserted. This clause has been inserted so as to 
'provide for exemption from income-tax on any Income received by any 
person on behalf of a fund established for such purposes as may be notified 
by the Board, for the welfare of the employees or their dependents and 
of which fund such employees are also members. This exemption will be 
available only if fund applies its Income or accumulated It for application, 
wholly and exclusively for the objects for which It is established. Such fund 
has to Invest its funds and contributions of the employees or o^ther sums 
'‘received by it In any one or more forms or modes specified in ^tfon 1 1(5). 
Further such fund has to be approved by the Commissioner of Income- 
tax in accordance with the rules made in this behalf and such exemption 
shall be valid for such assessment year or years not exceeding three 
assessment years as may be specified in the year of approval. 

Clause (23D) of Section 10 has also been amended. Under the existing 
provisions of clause (23D} any income of a mutual fund set up by a public 
sector bank or a public financial institution or authorised by the Securities 
& Exchange Board of India or the RBI, is exempt from income-tax only- 
if it is specified for the purpose of this clause by the Central Govt, by 
notification in the official gazette. The proposed amendment now seeks 
to provide that the requirement of specification by the Central Govt, will 
not apply in the case of a mutual fund registered under the Securities & 
Exchange Board of India Act, 1992 or the regulation made thereunder. 

After clause (23E) of section 10, a new clause (23F) has been added. This 
clause has been inserted to provide income-tax exemption on any income 
by way of divideitds or long term capital gains of a venture capital fund 
or a venture capital company from investm^ts made by way of equity shares 
In a venture capital undertaking. In order to obtain exemption, the venture 
cai^tal fund or venture capital company will require approval by the prescribed 
authority in accordance with the rules made in this behalf and satisfy the 
prescribed conditions. Such appr^aat by the prescribed authority will at any 
one time, have effect for such assessment year or years, not exceeding 
three assessment years, as may be mentioned in the order of approval. 
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If the aforesaid equity shares are transferred (other than In the event of 
Usttng of shares in a recognised stock exdutnge in India) by a venture capltel 
fund or a venture capital company at any time within a period of three 
years from the date of their acquisition, the aggregate amount of ine<;^me 
by way of dividends on such equity shares which 'has not been included 
in the total Income of the previous year or years preceding the prevlom 
year in uhich such transfer took place, shall be deemed to be die Income 
of venture fund/venture company of such previous year In which the transfer 
took place. The exemption also will not be allowed in respect of long term 
capital gains, if any, arlsirtg on the aforesaid transfer of equity shares. 

In this sub-clause, venture capital fund, venture capital company, venture 
capital undertaking have also been defined. These definitions are not being 
reproduced. 

After clause (25) of Section 10. a new clause (25A) has been added. This 
addition has been made to provide income-tax exemption of any income 
of the employees state insurance fund and the employees state Insurance 
corporation set up under the provisions of Employees State Insurance Act, 
1948. 

r 

After clause (26B), a new clause (26BB) has been added. This clause provides 
income-tax exemption on any income of a corporation established by the 
Central Govt, or any State Govt, for promoting the Interests of members 
of such minority communities as may be notified from time to time. 

(Iv) Amendment to Section lOA — - After sub-clause (i) of subsection 
(2) of section lOA, a new clause (la) has been added. This amendment has 
been made to provide that where an undertaking begins to manufacture 
or produce any article or thing on or after 1-4-1995, benefit under the 
said section shall be available only if the exports by the undertaking was 
not less than 75% of the -total sales during the previous year. 

(v) Amendment to Section 17 — Sub-section (3) of Section 17 defines 
profits In lieu of salaries. It is an inclusive definition. In clause (il) of sub- 
section (3) of section 17, after the word clause (12), “clause (13)" has been 
added. This amendment has been made to exclude from the definition of 
profit in lieu of salary the payments which are covered under clause (13) 
of section 10 and not any other payments from the superannuation fund. 
The idea is to confine the exemption to the income as specified Jn clause 
(13) of section 10 only. ^ ' 

(vl) Amendment to Section 32 : This amedment is in regard to deduction 
in respect of depreciation on building, machinery, plant or furnishers owned 
by the assessee and used for the purpose of business or profession. In the 
provisions as existing, first proviso to subsection (1) of Section 32 allows 
full deduction in respect of items of machinery or plant u^ere the value 
does not exceed Rs. 5,000/- in the previous year in which it is first put 
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to use. In view of the introduction of granting depreciation in respect of 
block of assets, even such items of machinery will form a part of the block 
of assets and will be eligible for depreciation in accordance with rule 5 of 
the Income-tax R- 'es, 1962 and it is thus proposed to disallow separate 
deduction in regard to such assets. 

(vii) Amendment to Section 3 SAC : Under the section as existing at 
present 100% deduction is provided In respect of amounts carried out to 
a reserve account by a Government company or public company formed 
and registered in India with the main object of carrying on the business 
of operation of ships. With the present amendment, the amount of deduction 
is restricted to 50% of the Income derived from the business of operation 
of ships only. This amendment, therefore, takes out the scope of this section 
income arising from other business or falling under other heads of Income. 

(vii)l Amendment to Section 35CCA — Under the existing provisions 
sums paid by an assessee carrying on business or profession to any association 
or institution, which has Its object, the undertaking of programme of rural 
development are allowed as a deduction in computing the taxable income. 
A new clause has been added so as to provide a deduction in respect of 
expenditure by way of payment to the national urban poverty eradication 
fund set up and notified by the Central Government while computing Income 
from profits and gains of business or profession chargeable to tax. 

(ix) Amendment to Section 36 — Clause (viii) of sub-section (1) of section 
36 provides that an approved financial corporation engaged in providing 
long term finance for Industrial or agricultural development in India or an 
approved public company having main object of carrying on business of 
providing long term finance for construction or purchase of residential 
houses, is entitled to a deduction of 40% of its total Income. This clause 
has been amended so as to allow deduction to an approved financial 
corporation which provide long term finance for development of Infrastruc-- 
ture facilities. This new amendment further restricts the deduction to only 
40% of the profit derived from the business of long term financing only 
and as such takes outside its scope, the Income arising from other business 
or falling under other heads of Income. 

(x) Amendment to Section 40A — Under the existing provisions cash 
payments in excess of Rs. 10,000/- are disallowed unless the payment is 
covered in one of the circumstances laid down in the rule 6DD. It has now 
been provided that any cash payment exceeding Rs 10,000/- will be 
disallowed to the extent of 20% of such expenditure. 

(xi) /^endment to Section 43(3) — Sub-section (3) of Section 43 
prcAffdes the definition of plant. According to the proposed amendment 
it excludes from the definition of plant tea bushes and live stock. 

(xli) Amendment to Section 44AB — Under the existing provisions every 
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person u^rere the total sales turnover exceeds Rs. 10 lakhs is required to 
get the accxnmts audited before a specified date. With ihe proposed amendment, 
the formality of getting tiie accounts audited within the specified date remains 
but it also lays down that sudi report has to be filed with the Assessing 
Officer before the specified date. The whole idea of the amendment is 
to see that it is no longer necessaiv tiiat the report should accompany the 
return, even though the return being filed late, the report has to be filed 
within the specified date. 

(xiii) Amendment to Section 55 — Sub-section (2) of this section defines 
the cost of acquisition. With the amendment proposed where the assessee 
becomes entitled bonus shares of any security which Is received without 
any payment, the cost of such asset shall be taken to be nil. It would be 
seen that this amendment settles the controversy as to how the cost of 
bonus shares is to be worked out. 

(xiv) Insertion of new Section 80DDA — This amendment provides 
for deduction of an amount not exceeding Rs. 20,000/- in a year made 
in accordance with any scheme of L.I.C. or U.T.l. for maintenance of a 
handicapped dependent after the death of the person maintaining such 
handicapped dependent. This concession is available both to individuals and 
HUFs. In case the handicapped dependent pre-deceased the assessee, the 
amount received by the assessee after the death of such dependent shall 
become taxable as income of the year In which the amount is received by 
the assessee. 

(xv) Amendment to section 80G — ^This section is being suitably amended 
to provide 100% deduction in respect of donations made to Zila Saksharta 
Samitis constituted under the Chairmanship of Collector for the purpose 
of Improvement of primary education, literacy and post literacy efforts in 
villages and towns with a population not exceeding one lakh. Further under 
the existing provisions, it is also proposed to allow deduction of 50% of 
the donation subject to overall limit of 10% of the gross total income of 
the assessee to corporation referred to in clause (26 BB) of Section 10. 

(xvi) Section 80GGA — This section has also been amended to allow 
deduction in respect of any sum paid by the assessee to National Urban 
Poverty Eradication Fund set up and notified by the Government. 

(xvii) Amendment to Section 80HHE — Under the existing section by 
virtue of proviso to sub-section (1), no deduction is allowable in relation 
to profit from export of computer software in respect of assessment year 
commencing on 1-4-1996. By omitting this proviso, the benefit of deduction 
is extended for A.Y. 1996-97 and subsequent years. 

(xviil) Amendment to Section 80IA — This amendment has been made 
mainly to provide 100% deduction from profits and gains of an enterprise 
carrying on the business of development, maintenance and operation of 
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infrastructure facilities for an Initial period of 5 years and ^reafter 3{^. 
This deduction will be available if Ihe enterprise (a) Is owned by a company 
or a consortium of companies registered in India and (b) enters Into an 
agreement with Central or State Govt. etc. for developm^L n^lntenance 
and operation of a new infrastructure facility, (c) transfer such Infrastructure 
facility after a period stipulated in the agreement to such Government or 
authority or body concerned (d) starts operating and maintaining of the 
infrastructure facility on or after 1st April, 1995. This amendment also lays 
down that deduction will be available if the enterprise fulfills certain conditions. 
The existing concession of deduction of 25% (30% to companies) has been 
extended to small scale undertaking if such undertaking begins to manu- 
facture or produce articles or things during the period beginning on 1-4- 
1995 and ending on 31-3-2000. Similarly, some deduction is also allowed 
to small scale undertakings to be established in Industrially backward districts. 

(xlx) Exemption u/s SOL — Exemption under this section has been 
increased from Rs. 10,000/- to Rs. 13,000/-. 

(xx) Section SOU — This section has been changed to raise the deduction 
allowable to handicapped persons from Rs. 20,000/- to Rs. 40,000/-, 

(xxi) Amendment to Section SS — The benefit of rebate on premiums 
paid to UC SS restricted to 10% of the actual capital sum assured. This 
limit of 10% has been removed. Further In single premium policy if 
surrendered within two years, the amount of deduction of income-tax 
allowable earlier shall be deemed to be tax payable in the year of surrender. 

(xxii) Amendment to Section 112 — The concessional rate of taxes 
on long term capital gains arising to a venture capital company from transfer 
of equity shares of venture capital undertaking has been omitted. 

(xxlli) Section 113 — This section was omitted by taxed Finance Act, 
1995. A new section 1 13 is being inserted.Thls amendment has been made 
with the purpose that the undisclosed Income of the block period in search 
and seizure cases is under new chapter XIVB. Now being inserted shall 
be taxed at a flat rate of 60%. 

(xxiv) Secrtion 115K — This section is applicable to small businessmen. 
This section has been amended 1:^ raising the limit from Rs. 42,000/- to 
Rs. 47,000/- and also to raise the qualifying turnover from Rs. 5 lakhs 
to Rs. 6 lakhs . 

(xxv) Amendment to Section 132 — According to the proposed amendment, 
proceedings under sub-section (5) of Section 1 32 will no longer be necessary 
as a result of search Initiated or requisition made after 1-7-1995. 

(xxvi) Amendment to Section 133 — Under the existing provisions, the 
prescribed authorities have the power to call for any Information from any 
person which will be useful for or relevant to any proceedings undeir the 
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Act. The amendmeRt proposed to be made seeks to empower the prescribed 
authorities to call for informatiop for the purpose of any inquiry under this 
Act even in cases where no proceedings are pending. However, If any 
authority below the rank of Director or Commissioner of ln€ome-tax wants 
to exercise this power it can only be done with the prior approval of Director 
or err, as the case may be. 

fxxvii) Amendment to Section 133A — Section 133A relates to the 
powers of the Income-tax authorities regarding survey. The proposed 
amendment seeks to provide that an Income-tax authority havir^ Jurlscbction 
over an area assigned to him or in respect of any place occupied by any 
person in respect of whom he exercises jurisdiction may authorise any other 
income-tax authority to exercise the power of survey. The definition of 
Income-tax Authority has been enlarged by including therein. Director, 
Commissioner of Income-tax and Deputy Director. 

(xxviii) Amendment to Section 139 — According to the existing provision, 
a report u/s 44AB has to be enclosed alongwith the return. According to 
the amendment sought to be made tt provides that an assessee engaged 
in any business or profession required to furnish either- the report erf any 
audit obtained u/s 44AB or where the report has been furnished prior to 
the furnishing of the return, attach a copy of such report with the return 
of Income together with the proof of furnishing the report. Further, a return 
of Income shall be regarded as defective if the report of any audit obtained 
u/s 44AB or wherS such report has been furnished prior to the furnishing 
of the return, a copy of such report alongwith the proof of furnishing the 
report does not accompany the copy of the return of income. 

(xxbc) Substitution of new section 139A in place of old section — 

According to the new section proposed to be inserted every person if his 
total income assessable during the previous year exceeds the maximum 
amount which is not chargeable to tax or any person carrying on business 
or profession whose total sales, turnover or gross receipts are or Is likely 
to exceed Rs. 50,000/- in any year and he has not been allotted any 
Permanent Account Number Is obliged to obtain Permanent Account Number 
within the prescribed time. This also provides that a persbn who is required 
to furnish a return of income under sub-section (4A) of Section 139 is also 
required to obtain Permanent Account Number. Apart from this, the Assessing 
OfHcer is also entitled to allot Permanent Account Number to any person 
by whom tax is payable. 

This section gives enabling power to the Board for switching over new series 
of Permanent Account Number. For such purpose the Board may issue 
notification of the places to be covered from time to time and the class 
of persons to be covered etc. 

This section also provides that it shall be the duty of every person who 
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has been allotted a Permanent Account Number to quote the same In all 
his returns or correspondence, challans and other documents pertaining 
to such transactions as may be prescribed by the Board In the interest of 
revenue , The amendment further seeks to provide that every person recelvir^ 
any document relating to the prescribed transactions shall ensure that the 
Permanent Account Number has been duly quoted In the document. The 
Board is empowered to make rules in relation to the form and the manner 
In which the application for allotment of Permanent Account Number is 
to be made and prescribe the particulars of such application and the 
categories of documents, transactions pertaining to business or profession 
In which permanent account numbers shall have to be quoted by every 
person. 

(xxx) Introduction of new section 145 — In place of old section 14S, 
a new section has been introduced. By introduction of sub-clause (2) of 
Section 145, the Central Government has reserved the right to notify in 
the Official Gazette from time to time accounting standards to be followed 
by any class of assessee or in respect of any class of income. According 
to the existing provisions the income has to be computed in accordance 
with the method of accounting regularly employed by the assessee. The 
substituted section provides that the income chargeable under the head 
"profits and gains of business and “profession” or “on the income from 
other sources" shall be computed in accordance with either cash or mercantile 
system of accounting regularly employed by the assessee. 

(xxxi) Chapter XIVB — A new Chapter XIVB has been introduced which 
lays down special procedure for assessment of search cases. It was noticed 
by the Govt, that normally the completion of a.^sessment in search case 
took unduly long time. The new procedure is to make the procedure of 
search and seizure cases effective. Under the new provisions the undisclosed 
income deducted as a result of search initiated by requisition made after - 
30-6-1995 shall be assessed separately as income of a block of 10 previous 
years. Where the previous year has not ended or the due date for filing 
a return of income for any previous year has not expired, the income 
recorded on or before the date of search or requisition in the books of 
accounts or other documents maintained in the regular course relating to 
such previous years will not be Included in that block. The salient features 
of the proposed Chapter are as under 

(a) The total undisclosed income of a person shall be assessed as the 
income of a block period consisting of ten previous years prior to 
the previous year in which the search was conducted or requisition 
was made and also the period of the current previous year upto 
the date of search or the requisition; 

(b) The undisclosed income oLthc block period shall be taxed at a flat 
rate of 60%, specified in section 113 proposed to be Inserted vide 
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clause 24 of the Bill. No penalty u/s 271(l)(c), 27 lA, 27 IB or 
273 or interest u/ss 234 A, 234B or 234C will be levied or Imposed; 

(c) The order of assessment for the block period shall be passed within 
one year from the end of the month In which the last authorisation 
for the search or requisition was executed; - 

(d) The order of assessment shall be passed by an Assessing Officer 
not below the rank of Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax with 
the previous approval of the Commissioner-, 

(c) Proceedings u/s 132(5) will no longer be necessary for searches 
initiated after 30-6-1995; 

(f) The undisclosed income of the block period shall be the aggregate 
of the total income of the previous years falling within the block 
period, computed in accordance with the provisions of Chapter IV 
on the basis of evidence found as a result of search or requisition 
and such other inquiries as the Assessing Officer may make and 
such other material or information as are available with him, as 
reduced by the aggregate of the total income, or as Increased by 
the aggregate of the losses, of such previous years; determined :- 

(i) where assessments u/s 143 or 144 or 147 have been concluded, 
on the basis of such assessments and where income is determined 
under sub-section (1) or sub-section (IB) of section 143 on the basis 
of such determination; 

(ii) where returns of income have been filed u/s 139 or section 147 
but assessments have not been made till the date of search or 
requisition, on the basis of the Incomes disclosed in such returns 
of income; 

(iii) where the due date for filing a return of income has expired but 
no return of income has been filed, as nil; 

(iv) where the previous year has not ended or the date of filing the 
return of Income u/s 139(1) for any previous year has not expired, 
on the basis of income or the transactions relating to such income 
as arc recorded on or before the date of the search or requisition 
in the books of account or other documents maintained in the normal 
course relating to such previous years; 

(v) where an order of settlement has been made, on the basis of such 
order; 

(vi) where undisclosed income has been determined in any earlier block 
assessment, on the basis of such assessment; 

(g) Provisions of sections 68, 69, 69A, 69B and 69C shall, as far as 
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may be, apply In computing the undisclosed Income for the block 
period; 

(h) The total income or loss of each previous year shall, for the purpose 
of aggregation, be taken as the total income or loss without giving 
effect to set off of brought forward losses under Chapter VI or 
unabsorbed depreciation u/s 32; 

(l) in determination of undisclosed income in the case of a firm or tts 
partner, the method of computation of undisclosed income and Its 
allocation to the partners will be the method adopted for determining 
the assessed income or returned income for each of the previous 
year falling within the block period; 

(j) The onus of proving to the satisfaction of the Assessing Officer that 
any undisclosed income referred to above has already been disclosed 
in any return of income filed by the assessee before the date of 
search will be on the assessee; 

(k) Brought forward losses or unabsorbed depreciation will be allowed 
to be carried forward for set off in regular assessments and will not 
be set off against the undisclosed Income determined in the block 
assessment; 

fl) The Assessing Officer may serve a notice to such person requiring 
him to furnish within fifteen days, a return in the prescribed form 
and verified In the same manner as a return under clause (i) of sub- 
section (1) of section 142, setting forth his total income for the 
block period. No notice u/s 148 is required to be issued for 
proceedings under this Chapter. 

(m) The Assessing Officer shall proceed to determine the undisclosed 
Income of the block period, and the provisions of section 142, sub- ^ 
sections (2) and (3) of section 143 and section 144 will, so far as 
may be, apply; 

(n) The Assessing Officer, on determination of the undisclosed income 
of the block period, will issue an order of assessment and determine 
the tax payable by him on the basis of such assessment; 

(o) The assets seized under sub-section (1) of section 132 or requisi- 
tioned u/s 132A will be retained to the extent necessary and will 
be dealt with in the manner laid down in section 132B; 

(p) Where the Assessing Officer finds that any undisclosed income 
belongs to any person other than the person in whose case the 
search was conducted, the Assessing Officer having jurisdiction over 
such other person will proceed against him in accordance with the 
provisions of this chapter^ 
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Except as otherwise provided in this Chapter, all other provisions 
of die Income-tax Act will apply for assessments made under this 
Chapter. 

This new procedure for search or requisition cases is proposed to be made 
effective fan respect of searches Initiated or requisition made on or after 
the 1st July, 1995. 

fxxxil) Amendment to Section 194A : regarding deduction of tax 
at source 

The salient features are - 

(a) Deduction of tax from payment of interest of more than Rs. 10,000 
in any financial year on time deposits rnade on or after 1-7-1995 
with bank, a cooperative society. The limit of Rs. 10,000/- shall 
be computed with reference to the income credited or paid by a 
branch of the bank. This limit will not be applicable to interest on 
time defxislt made with primary agricultural society or a primary 
credit society or a Cooperative Land Mortgage Bank or a Coop- 
erative Land Development Bank; 

(b) Section 194C has been amended to deduct at source from payments 
to contractors and sub-contractors. These provisions will now also 
be applicable to a firm. The term contractor and sub-contractor will 
Include professionals, broadcasting qnd telecasting including pro- 
duction of programme for such broadcasting or telecasting; 

(c) Carriage of goods and passengers by any mode of transport other 
than railways; 

(d) Catering; 

(e) According to the amendment effected in section 194-1, rate of tax 
for deduction at source in the case of rental payments has been 
reduced from 20 to 15% in the case of individuals and HUF. There 
is no change in respect of other class of assessees. 

(f) A new section 194-J has been introduced to provide deduction of 
tax at source at the rate of 10% to fees paid for professionals or 
technical services exceeding Rs. 20,000/-. Only assessees other 
than individuals and HUF making such payment will be required 
to deduct tax; 

(g) A new section 194'K has been introduced to provide for deduction 
of income-tax at source at the rate of 20% in the case of a domestic 
company and 15% in the case ol odier residents from payments 
made exceeding Rs. 10,000/* in respect of units or mutual funds. 
The said limit of Rs. 10,000/- shall be computed with reference 
to the income credited or paid in respect of branch office of mutual 
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fund or UTJ. Further the said limit shall be computed w.r.t. the 
income credited or paid under a particular scheme; 

(h) Section 196A has been substituted. The new section provides for 
deduction of income-tax at the rate of 20% in the case of a non- 
resident not being a company or a foreign company from payments 
of income in respect of units of mutual fund or the UTI. No deduction 
shall, however, be made from income payable in respect of units 
in the case of non-resident individual or HUF where the units have 
been acquired out of funds in a non-resident (external account). 

Section 230A • This section has been amended to provide that no tax 
clearance certificate will be required where the value of property to be 
registered is less than Rs. 5 lakhs. 

Sections 245C & 245D • These sections have been amended in regard 
to settlement of cases before the Settlement Commission. No application 
for settlement can be made unless the additional amount of income-tax 
payable on the income disclosed in the application exceeds Rs. one lakh. 
Similarly by amending provisio to sub-section (1) of section 245D the period 
within which the CIT shall furnish report has been reduced from 120 days 
to 45 days from the date of receipt of communication from the Settlement 
Commission. 

Section 269-UC - An amendment has been proposed in section 
269-UC relating to restriction on transfer of immovable property. At present 
the limit of Rs. 10 lakhs is applicable. But by this amendment powers have 
been given to the Board to prescribe different value for different areas. 
Further power has been vested with the Appropriate Authority to ask the 
asscssee to rectify defects in the statement and the time taken by the party 
filing the revised statement shall also increase the time limit of the Appropriate 
Authority in granting permission on order the purchase of property. If the 
defect is not rectified, it will be considered as if the statement was never 
filed. 

Section 27 IB - Section 27 IB relating to tevy of penalty for failure to 
get accounts audited has been amended. The proposed amendment seeks 
to provide that failure to furnish the report of any audit as required 
u/s 44AB, shall be treated as a default attracting penalty under the provisions 
of Section 27 IB. 

The above are the important amendments proposed in the Finance Bill. 
It may be mentioned that some of the amendments have far reaching effect 
inasmuch as they throw heavy burden on the assessees for voluntary 
compliance. For example, the audit report has now to be filed within the 
specified date to avoid penalty^roceedlngs. The pevious judgments that 
if the audit report has been obtairu^i within the specified date and accompanies 
the return no penalty will be levied have since been overruled by this 
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amendment. Similarly for cash payments assessees used to take advantage 
that the party is identifiable and admits having received the payment, or 
insisted on cash payments etc . also will not be of much use . The amendments 
to SccUtMt 40A empowers straightway disallowance of 2i}% of such expenses. 
The Importance of rule 6DD has thus been curtailed. Again a new section 
113 has been added which provides that the undisclosed income seized 
during the course of search and seizure shall now be assessed in a block 
of years and the benefit of any loss already determined or carry forward 
loss or carry forward depreciation, etc. will no longer be available. The 
power of survey of the officers have been increased since under the Act 
as it exists today the power of survey is confined to the area within the 
limits of the officers but now with prior permission even areas outside 
jurisdiction could also be surveyed. Under the Act as it exists the power 
to call for information is available when any proceedings are pending and 
not for the purpose of fishing inquiries. Now authorities have been prescribed 
to call for information for the purpose of any inquiry under the Act and 
thus it is not necessary that when the officer is seized with the assessment, 
the power u/s 133 can be exercised. Similarly powers and the obligations 
to have PAN have been enhanced. Govt, has taken the power to prescribe 
for transactions where PAN must be mentioned. The whole idea of this 
amendment seems to be that some times people make investments which 
on later inquries cither the persons are not traceable or the person who 
ultimately got benefit of the transaction is not traceable. Once the Govt, 
has taken the power that in certain transactions to be notified from time 
to time the PAN must be mentioned, it is easier to trace the Identity of 
the person and may even help the department in detecting concealment 
by use of computers. The most dangerous, and if 1 may say with respect 
uncalled for amendment, is of abolishing the “Hybrid” system of accounting. 
This system of accounting has been recognised by law and by various courts 
including the Apex court to be a valid system and in fact if this system 
is not recognised, a businessman may face great difficulty. The powers of 
businessman to adopt cash basis or mercantile basis only is to deprive him 
of his fundamental rights. There is bound to be some agitation on this issue 
and if this amendment is carried through, may not be sustained In courts. 
On the other hand some amendment are welcome. Search and seizure cases 
used to take a long time to be finalized. The application of a flat rate of 
60% to the block bringing the whole concealed Income to tax and abolishing 
of levy of penalties and abolishing different types of interests should be 
a welcome amendment. Altnough the real effect of this would have to be 
Judged by actual practice but since the permission of higher authorities has 
to be obtained it limits the powers of the Assessing Officer. The period 
of limitation of one year should however be a welcome suggestion. The 
amendments In regard to deduction of tax at source are really harsh. Income 
of a large number of processionals, interest payments etc. have been brought 
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under this net. If we look at these amendments very closely, there will hardly 
be any transaction which may not warrant deduction of-tax at source and 
may lead to lot of litigation. Another important amendment is regarding 
powers of Appropriate Authority. According to the latest judgments, the 
Appropriate Authority had only two powers, viz either to issue no objectioh 
certificate, or to acquire the property. They have now been given the power 
even to file form 37-1 as infructuous if ^e defects pointed out by them 
are not removed within a specified period. Of course the issue of raising 
limit of the value of properties to which the acquisition proceedings will 
be applicable has been far over due but still the power has been reserved 
by the Govt, which will be exercised by issue of notifications from time 
to time for different areas. In the case of notifications, sometimes it becomes 
very difficult to trace the same after a lapse of certain period. It would have 
been better if the powers would have been incorporated in the rules Itself 
since amendment to tules can be easily traced compared to notifications. 
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Prima facie adjustment u/s 143(l)(a) * Can it be 
made after service of notice u/s 143(2) ? 

K.R. Gupta 


The new procedure of assessment, which came Into force w.e.f. 
1-4-1989, enables the Assessing Officer to process return of 
income by mafcing certain prima fade adjustments u/s 143(l)(o) 
and levy additional tax of 20 per cent In respect of such adjustments. 
This procedure has been devised with a view to dispense with 
the requirement of passing an assessment order in all cases. In 
this article, the author who Is an ex-Member, Central Board of 
Direct Taxes and practising as a Tax Consultant, has discussed 
the Issue as to whether the Assessing Officer can make prima 
facie adjustments and levy additional tax of 20 per cent In a 
case where he has already Issued notice u/s 143(2) for making 
a regular assessment. After referring to a recent decision of the 
Calcutta High Court and a Tribunal’s decision on the subject, 
he has concluded that such additional tax cannot be levied where 
a case has been selected for scrutiny and notice w's 143 has been 
Issued. 




Section 143(l)(a) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 provides that where a return 
has been filed under section 139 or under section 142(1), If any tzix or 
interest Is found due on the basis of such return, an intimation shall be 
sent to the assessee specifying the sum so payable and such intimation shall 
be deemed to be a notice of demand issued u/s 156. Similarly, if any refuhd 
is due on the basis of such return it shall be granted to the assessee. A 
proviso to the above enables the Department to make the following adjustments 
to the returned Income or loss for purposes of computing tax or interest 
payable by or refundable to the assessee 

(a) rectification of any arithmetical errors in the return or in the ac- 
companying accounts or documents; 

(b) allowance of any loss carried forward, deduction or relief, which 
on the basis of the information available in such return or the 
accompanying accounts or documents, is prima facie admissible 
but u^ich is not claimed in the return; 

(c) disallowance of any loss carried fonvard, deduction or relief, which, 
on the basis of the information available in such return, accounts 
or documents is prima facie in 2 dmissible. 
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2. Sub-section (lA) of section 143 provides for the levy of additional tax 
of 20 per cent where, in the case of any person, the total income, as 
a result of the adjustments made under the aforesaid proviso, exceeds the 
total income declared in the return- The purpose of this levy Is to persuade 
the tax payers to file their returns of income correctly and not to return 
lesser income by making obvious mistakes or by claiming obviously incorrect 
deductions. 

3. Sub-sections (2) & (3) of section 143 enable the Department to make 
a regular assessment in a case which is picked up for security. Sub-section 
(2) provides that when the Assessing Officer considers it necessary or 
expedient to verify the correctness or completeness of the return to ensure 
that the Income has not been under-stated, or the loss declared is not 
excessive, or the tax has not been under-paid, he shall serve on the assessee 
a notice to attend his office or to produce any evidence on which the assessee 
may rely in support of his return. Sub-section (3) provides that after hearing 
and taking Into account all relevant material which the Assessing Officer 
has gathered, he shall pass an assessment order in writing determining the 
total Income and the tax payable by the assessee. 

4. It may be mentioned that notice u/s 143(2) can be served on the assessee 
only within a period of 12 months from the end of the month in which 
the return is furnished. On the other hand, intimation for any tax or interest 
due u/s 143(l)(a) can be sent within a period of two years from the end 
of the assessment year in which the Income was first assessable. In this 
connection an issue that arises for consideration is whether the Assessing 
officer can make prtma fade adjustments u/s 143(l)(a) and levy additional 
tax of 20 per cent in a case where he has already served notice u/s 143(2) 
for making a regular assessment. 

5. On this issue, the view of the Department has been that since the word 
“shall” has been used in connection with the issuance of an intirhation 
u/s 143(l)(a), the processing of return u/s 143(l)(a) is compulsory and, 
therefore, even though a notice u/s 143(2) has been Issued, an intimation 
u/s 143(l)(a) can be sent after processing the return by making prime fade 
adjustments. 

6. However, the above view of the Department has not been accepted by 
the Calcutta High Court in a recent case of Modern Fibotex India Ltd. 
us. Dy. CIT (1995) 212 ITR 496. In this case, the assessee company 
exported certain goods. For the assessment year 1989-90, the company 
received cash compensatory support amounting to Rs. 7,99,144/- from 
the Government. The company filed its rdtum for the assessment year in 
question claiming that the amount received by it on account of cash 
comp)ensalqry support was not taxable. Subsequent to the company submitting 
its return, the Finance Act, 1990-d7as enacted by which the provisions of 
section 28 were amended w.e.f. 1-4-1967 making cash compensatory 
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support taxable. On 22-6-1990 the Assessing Officer issued notice 
u/s 143(2) to the cotnpany for the assessment year 1989-90. On 
31-7-1990 the AssesMng Offker sent an intimation to the company 
u/s 143(l)(a) recomputing the loss shown by the comply in the return 
on the basis of the amended provisions of section 28 of the Act and levying 
additional tax. The company filed applications under sections 154 & 264 
which are rejected. On a writ petition against these orders and the order 
of intimation u/s 143(l)(a), the Calcutta High Court held that the Impugned 
adjustments were ultra vires the section and were liable to be set aside. 
The Court observed that the return of income when filed could not be termed 
an incorrect one, as the change in the law by the amendment of section 
28 took place several months after the return was filed by the assessee. 
The assessee's return could have been taken up by the Assessing Officer 
under section 143 prior to the amendment and in that event, no adjustment 
would have been made and no intimation would have been sent. The Court 
further observed that notice u/s 143(2) had been Issued in this case prior 
to the intimation u/s 143(l)(a) and once the notice u/s 143(2) has been 
issued, there is no scope for the authorities either to make prima facie 
adjustment on the basis of the return as filed or issue an intimation 
u/s 143(l)(a). The Court pointed out that the language of section 143(l)(a) 
plainly says that an Intimation can be issued without prejudice to section 
143(2) but not that a notice u/s 143(2) can be issued without prejudice 
to section 143(l)(a). The omission by the Legislature to make the Issuance 
of a notice u/s 143(2) without prejudice to an intimation u/s 143(l)(a) while 
specifically providing that the Issuance of an intimation u/s 143(l)(a) would 
be without prejudice to section 143(2) was deliberate because of the 
difference in the nature of jurisdictions exercised by he Assessing Officer 
under the two sections. The jurisdiction u/s 143(l)(a) is a summary one 
whereas section 143(2) precedes an assessment u/s 143(3). Dealing with 
the Department’s submission that the issuance of an intimation is compul- 
sory, the Court observed as under 

“The respondent’s submission that the issuance of an intimation is 
compulsory is Incorrect. To accept the submission would be to read 
the provisions of section 143(l)(a) in a manner not warranted by the 
language. It is true that the word “shall” has been used in connection 
with the issuance of -an Intimation but it is well-established that the 
construction of the expression “shall” depends upon the provisions of 
the Act, the setting in which the direction is given and the consequences 
that would follow from the infringement of the direction and other such 
considerations. (SeeC/T vs. Rai Bahadur Bissesswarlal Motllal Malwasle 
Trust (1992) 195 ITR 825 (Cal.). The context in which the word “shall" 
has been used in section 143(2) has to be read in the background of 
the proviso to the section and that is where there is no scope for any 
adjustments in terms of the proviso, there would be no scoipe for sending 
any Intimation. 
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Once having found the return not immediately determinable or sum- 
marily, the Assessing Officer cannot discard this view and determine 
the matter under section 143(l)(a) without there being any change in 
law or fact between the issuance of the notice under section 143(2) 
and the adjustment under section 143(l)(a).” 

7. In the case of Kerala State Coir Corporation Ltd. vs. DCIT (1994) 
50 ITO 1, the Cochin Bench of the lncome-t 2 U( Appellate Tribunal also 
has taken the same view as expressed by the Calcutta High Court in the 
sanle view as expressed by the Calcutta High Court in the above-mentioned 
case. In this case, for the assessment year 1990-91, the assessee filed Us 
return showing -loss. In arriving at the figure of loss, the assessee, instead 
of taking the amount of dlowable depreciation, had inadvertently taken the 
figure of the written down value of assets as depreciation. The Assessing 
Officer accepted the said figure as returned and sent an intimation dated 
24-10-1991 u/s 143(l)(a). Later, on 28-10-1991, he issued notice 
u/s 143(2). Meanwhile, he also issued a notice dated 3-3-1993 u/s 154 
for rectification of the aforesaid mistake. On 6-3-1993, assessment 
u/s 143(3) was completed adopting correct figure of depreciation. The 
Assessing Officer also passed an order u/s 154 dated 10-3-1993 whereby 
he withdrew the excess depreciation allowed in the intimation sent to the 
assessee u/s 143(l)(a) and leaded additional tax. On appeal„the Tribunal 
held that on both the occasions, when the Assessing Officer sen intimation 
u/s 143(l){a) or at the time when he passed the rectification order 
u/s 154, there was no scope for levy of additional tax, as the provisions 
of section 143(l)(a), as they stood then, did not envisage levy of additional 
tax in cases where the assessee 's figure of loss was reduced but not converted 
into a figure of income, and the amended provision, which was given 
retrospective effect w.c.f. 1-4-1989 by the Finance Act, 1989, received 
the assent of the President of India oply on 13-5-1993. As the amended 
provision was not in existence on 10-3-1993 when the Assessing Officer 
passed the rectification order, the Tribunal held that there was no mistake 
apparent from record and deleted the levy of additional tax. While holding 
this, the Tribunal also examined the effect of issue of notice u/s 143(2) 
and held that once u/s 143(2) was issued, the regular assessment proceedings 
get started and thereafter the Assessing Officer is not empowered to have 
or continue to have the prelimirury proceedings u/s 143(l)(a). The Tribunal 
observed that “to be more explicit, a valid initiated assessment proceeding 
u/s 143(2) will prevail and supersede the provisions of section 143(l){a). 
Tills view of ours is strengthened from the fact that any tax paid u/s 143(l)(a) 
is deemed to be tax paid under the regular assessment and any excess refund 
given under section 143(1) is debmed as tax payable on regular assessment. ” 

8. Thus, as per the decisions of the Calcutta High Court aiui the Income- 
tax Appellate Tribunal, where injhe case of an assessee a notice u/s 143 
(2) has been Issued, the Assessing Officer cannot process the return and 
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make prtma facie adlu^ents u/$ 143(l)(a) and levy additional tax In respect 
of such adjustments. The underiying object behind die provtsiwis of the 
present sub-section <l){a) of section 143 is to dispense with the requirement 
of passing an assessment order in all cases and, for this purpose, a summary > 
procedure has been provided for sending an intimation, if any tax or interest 
is found due after making prima facie adjustments to the returned income. 

If the Assessing Officer has selected a case for scrutiny and issued notice 
u/s 143(2) for the purpose of making a regular assessment, he cannot fall 
back on the summary procedure of processing the return 2 md sending an 
intimation u/s 143(l)(a). It is no doubt true that in respect of prima facie 
adjustments made to the returned Income under the proviso to section 
143(l)(a) the assessee is liable to pay additional tax of 20% and such 
additional tax cannot be levied in a regular assessment made u/s 143(3). 
However, for additions & disallowances made in a regular assessment, for 
which no additional tax has been charged under sub-section (1) of section 
143, the assessee is liable to levy of penalty u/s 271(l)(c) read with 
Explanation 6 and the quantum of such penalty cannot be less than the 
amount of the tax payable. Therefore, from the point of revenue also, where 
a case has been selected for scrutiny and notibe u/s 143(2) has been Issued 
no purpose is served by processing ttie return and sending an intimation 
u/s 143(l)(a). 

9. Conclusion 

Where a case has been selected for scrutiny and a notice u/s 143(2) issued, > 
the Assessing Officer is not competent to make prima facie adjustments 
and process the return u/s 143{l)(a) and levy additional tax in respect of 
such adjustments. 
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Recovery of demand - Interest under section 220 
of the Income*tax Act, 1961 - Whether relatable to 
the original demand notice p 

By 


S.P. Pahwa 

— 
It has been noticed that even levy of Interest under section 220 
for delayed and postponed tax liability has been a point of 
litigation. The majority of judicial opinion is that the levy of 
interest has to relate to the original notice of demand. Actually, 
the point comes out when the tax payer Is burdened with tax 
liability retrospectively after appeals. Some of the tax experts 
hold the view that the Interest should be charged on the basis 
of fresh and revised notice of demand. The article of Shrl S.P. 
Pahwa Ex. IRS and Corporate Tax Plan ner highlighting the point 
^ at Issue would prove educative and beneficial. 






As Is known to all that section 220(2) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 refers 
to the charging of interest on the sum specified in the notice of demand 
Issued by the Assessing Officer under section 156 of the said Act. The notice 
of demand apparently means the notice of demand Issued in pursuance 
of an assessment order creating the income-tax liability (demand). Under, 
the proviso to the said section 220(2) refers to reduction of demand in^ 
appellate proceedings. 


2. The short question for consideration is whether the levy of Interest was 
valid on the basis of the original notice of demand on finality of proceedings 
i.c. after reliefs etc. allowed by the appellate authorities say, the Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax (Appeals) and/or the Appellate Tribunal. 

3. Interest is payable as compensation towards deprivation of the benefit 
of money which lawfully belongs to a person or authority. The income^ 
tax is certainly an amount which lawfully belongs to the State. If the payment 
is delayed or postponed for any reason, there can be not doubt that the 
Government (State) is being deprived of the amount which lawfully belong 
to the State. Actually, this is the background from which the position dl 
payment of interest under section 220 is to be considered. 

4. Actually even before the demand of Income-tax Is quantified, the llabiUtv 
to pay income-tax .becomes a debt due on the last date of the accounting 
period. Therefore, from the scheme of the Income-tax Act, Jurisprudentially, 
the income-tcix department becomes a creditor and the tax-payer fall in 
the category of ‘debtor’. Accordingly, the law laid down in the said section 
220 contemplates that thexlebtor should compensate the creditor by paying; 
interest on the amount due. Here it becomes important to point that the 
icict that the law postpones the discharge of the tax liability to the date 





57 


Recovery of demand - interest under section 220 

of issuance of a demand notice and the period 30 days would not alter 
the nature of die tax liability. 

5. We have another provision regarding non-payment of the tax dues i.e. 
the F>enalty under section 221. A comparison of sections 220(2) apd 221 
would show that the quality of the levy under section 220(2) is compensatory 
In nature as against the penalty contemplated by the provisions of section 
221. However for the purposes of present discussi(Hi, we shall restrict 
to the provisions of section 220. 

6. While discussing the payment of Interest on the delayed payments and 
on>account of orders passed by the appellate authorities, the principles of 
merger cannot be ignored. Ah Initial order of assessment gets effaced by 
the appellate or revlslonal order and only effective order is the ultimate 
order of the superior authority. This ultimate order of the appellate authority 
relates back to the original order, as otherwise, the very concept of having 
hierarchy of appellate and revisional forums will be defeated. 

7. In the case of Bharat Commerce and Industries Ltd. vs. Union of India 
(1991) 101 Taxation 265; (1991) 188 ITR 277 the Delhi High Court had 
held that the first notice of demand Issued after the original assessment 
order was passed by the Income-tax Officer could not be deemed to have 
been extinguished by virtue of the appeal having been filed before the 
Commissioner or the conditional stay of the operation of the assessment 
having been allowed by the Commissioner (Appeals), pending disposal of 
the appeal before him or by virtue of the subsequent reduction of the taxable 
Income. It was further pointed out that under the order of the Appellate 
Tribunal .which had attained finadity. Further, the Bench pointed out that 
the levy of interest on delayed payment of tax is not to penalise the party 
but to make a provision for compensating the Revenue on the failure of 
the assessee to make payment as per the first demand notice. 

8. On the facts of the case itself, the Kerala High Court held in the, case 
of A.V. Thomas and Co. Ltd. vs. Income-tax Officer (1982>, 138 ITR 
275) that the liability to pay interest to the department under section 220(2) 
arises only from the date when the fresh notice of demand is issued to 
the assessee and not from the date when the tax was refunded to the assessee. 
In this case the tax computed by the Income-tax Officer was paid in full 
and within time and as a result of computation, a portion of the tax was 
refunded to the assessee. But, the Appellate Tribunal reversed ttre order 
of the Appellate Assistant Commissioner and restored the order of the ITO. 
Thereafter a fresh notice was issued calling upon the assessee to pay back 
the tax refunded to the assessee. 

9. The above decision of the Kerala High Court (para 8 supra) was affii'me( 
by the Division Bench in A.V. Thomas' case (1986, 160 ITR 8 18). However, 
in another case the Honourable Kerala High Court held in the case of K.P. 
Abdul Kareem Hajee vs. Income-tax Officer (1983, 141 ITR 120) that 


‘’'V. 


' V/ • 
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the assessment older which was modified or reversed by the appellate 
authority which in turn was reversed by the Appellate Tribunal revives the 
original assessment order and therefore the liability for interest under section 
220(2) gets attracted from the date of the origlnal demand. 

10. The Delhi High Court dissented from the ratio laid down by the Kerala 
High Court in A. V. Thomas’ease (1986, 160 ITR 8 18 (supra)) and following 
its decision in the case of Bharat Commerce and Industries Ltd. (supra), 
it held that having regard to the nature and quality of interest leviable under 
section 220(2), the claim of the Revenue has to be upheld. It was observed 
that section 3(2) of the Taxation Laws and Vedidity of Recovery Proceedings 
Act , 1 964 , kept alive the earlier demand notice and treated the same demand 
notice as having been kept alive all along if ultimately the assessment order 
was upheld by the higher authority — the levy of interest under section 220(2) 
was valid and the ultimate order relates back to the original order. 

11. Logic alone will not be determinative of a controversy arising from 
a taxing statute. The provisions of a taxing statute have to be read and 
understood according to the language of the statute and if the plain language 
compels the court to adopt and approach different from that dictated by 
any rule of logic the court may have to adopt it. Normally, unless it is shown 
that the context calls for a different meaning to be given to the term used 
in the same section, one would be justified in assuming that the term has 
been used so as to have the same meaning. Expressing this view, the Gujarat 
High Court (Full Bench) held in the case of Bardolla Textile Mills vs. ITO 
(1985) Taxation 76(1) 19 (1985, 151 ITR 389) that interest on the excess 
of advance tax refunded under section 214(1) has to be paid upto the date 
of ‘regular assessment’. When the first assessment is final, that is 'regular 
assessment' for purposes of the Income-tax Act, 1961. Even when on an 
appeal, the Appellate Assistant Commissioner (now Deputy Commissioner 
(Appeals) etc.) he does not set aside the assessment but merely reduces _ 
the tax liability and the Interest is payable on such excess tax paid upto 
the date of such revised assessment l.e. after appeal effects. 

12. Same logic should hold good for the interest under section 220 but 
there has been little difference of opinion even on this small issue. Of course 
depending on the facts of particular case, the interest payable or recoverable 
has to relate to the original ass^sment l.e. original notice of demand. Even 
in the latest case of Roopall Dyeing and Printing Works us. Assistant 
Commissioner of Income-tax (l995) Taxation 124 — page 264, (1995, 
212 ITR 573) the Gujarat High Court held that the notice of demand must 
relate back to the original notice of demand. On the basis of the original 
notice of demand on finality of proceedings, the levy of interest was held 
valid. Taxpayers may keep this in mind that the interest would be payable 
fromt^ original notice of demand and should be careful while withholding 
the £^s due. 
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How to avoid fiayment of interest for late filing of 
the income-tax return ? 

By 

C.B. Rathf 

Payment of tax is by no means a pleasure. We are however dutybound 
to pay the tax and any attempt to evade their payment is not only bad 
citizenship but even punishable under the law . Payment of Interest for various 
delays or defaults is however neither wisdom nor good citizenship. Actually 
the purpose of these interests (or penalties) is to discourage assessees from 
committing those defaults which give rise to these levies. It is therefore 
not only the right but also a duty of the assessees to arrange their affairs 
in such a manner so as to avoid payment of these interests. This article 
deals with the Interest for late filing of the return how it is computed, and 
how it can be avoided. 

Section 234A provides for levy of interest for defaults in furnishing the 
return of income. The purpose of this section is to discourage assessees 
from committing delays in the furnishing of their return of income beyond 
the due date. This section therefore provides that interest will be levied 
on assessees who commit such delay and furnish the return after the due 
date. Interest is leviable for the period of the delay beyond the due date 
and till the date of furnishing the return. In cases where the assessee does 
not file the return and the assessment has therefore to be framed under 
section 144, the period of delay is to be computed till the date of such 
assessment. The rate interest is two percent for every month of delay. Part 
of a month is to be taken as a full month for computation of the period 
of delay. For example, a delay of 3 months and six days will be counted 
as a delay of 4 months. 

The interest is to be calculated on the amount of tax on the assessed income, 
as reduced by the advance tax already paid and the amount of tax, if any, 
deducted at source. 

In view of the above it follows that an assessee who wants to avoid payment 
of interest under section 234A, has to ensure that he furnishes the return 
of income before the expiry of the due date. Sec. 139 lays down the due 
dates for furnishing the return of income as under - 

(i) in the case of Companies - 30th November of the assessment year, 

(ii) in the case of other assessees who are required to get their accounts 
audited - 31st Oct. of the assessment year. 

(iii) in the case of assessees carrying on any business or profession 
and who are not required to get their accounts audited - 3 1st August 
of the assessment year. 

(iv) all other assessees - 30th June of the assessment year. 
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The assesses has to therefore carefully find out the ‘due date’ by which 
the return of income has to be submitted, and thereafter has to take all 
possible steps to furnish the return before the expiry of that date. In the 
case of salaried employees, and other assesses deriving income from sources 
other than business or profession the due date is 30th June. It means that 
they get full 3 moths for collecting the various details and papers required 
for filing the return. They should be able to furnish the return well before 
the due date if they start collecting the required papers soon after the close 
of the financial year. There should normally be no difficulty for them in 
furnishing the return of Income before 30th June and they should be able 
to easily avoid payment of interest under sec. 234A. 

Assessee who are carrying on any business or profession have to ensure 
ihat their accounts are finalised soon after the close of the Financial Year. 
Necessary steps will have to be initiated for this purpose even before the 
end of the financial year. Preparation of stock list and -its valuation takes 
time and depending upon the quantity and the nature of the items in the 
stock, sufficient time will have to be ear-marked for this work. Reconciliation 
of the Bank accounts should be undertaken will in time after getting the 
passbooks updated. Similarly, tallying of the accounts of various customers, 
particularly the bigger ones should be taken up without loss of time. If the 
work of closing the accounts and preparing the Profit and Loss account 
and the Balance Sheet is undertaken well in time, it should not be difficult 
to meet the dead-line for filing the return of Income. It is true that with 
the growth in the size of business and its area, preparation of the final 
accounts takes time, but it is also a fact that with the modem aids available 
for this work particularly the computerization of the accounts, this work 
can be done much faster now. In case where the accounts arc required 
to be audited, the same will have to be submitted to the Auditors promptly. 
Parcllel audit is recommended in the cases of big businesses. In short main 
need is for the assessee to remember the due date for the submlsslorf of 
the return and to initiate all possible steps well in time for this purpose. 
It should then be possible for the assessee to meet the requirements of 
the Act and avoid the liability to pay interest under Section 234A. 

There may however still the cases where things may go out of hand and 
the return may not be read by the due date. Something unexpected or 
unforeseen may happen in the assessce’s office itself and the work of 
preparing the final accounts may be thrown out of gear. Then the Auditor 
may not be able to complete his work in time. However bonafide the reasons 
for the delay, the l.T. Act now does not excuse it and interest under Sec. 
234 A is leviable irrespective of the reasons for the delay. Previously when 
penalty under Section 271(l)(a) was leviable for such delays in the filing 
of the return, the Act provided that penalty will not be levied in cases where 
'^e delay^was for a reasonable cause. Sec. 234A does not leave any choice 
in the matter. Interest has to be levied if there is delay in the filing of the 
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return whatever may be reason for the delay. Proper safe-guard has therefore 
to be taken by all assessees to avoid the levy of interest, as delays in the 
filing of the return may occur Inspite of all possible precautions taken to 
avoid such delays. Payment of the full amount of advance Tax provides 
this safety net. As mentioned earlier, interest is to be calculated' on the 
amount of the tax assessed as reduced by the amount of advance tax already 
paid and the tax deducted at source. It follows that if the assessed tax is 
less than the amount of advance tax paid by the asscssce, no interest can 
be levied whatever may be the amount of delay in the furnishing of the 
returri. Therefore, to safeguard against any possible delay in. the filing of 
the return, the assessee should arrange to pay such amount as advance 
tax as may fully cover the tax that may be found payable for that assessment 
year. For this purpose, the assessees will be well advised to correctly estimate 
the amount payable as advance tax as per the provisions of Section 209, 
and pay the instalments as Indicated in sec. 2 1 1 . To cover up the possibility 
of the assessed tax being found to be more than the advance tax estimated 
by him, the assessee will be well advised to pay same extra amount in the 
March instalment of advance tax so that the advance tax paid by him is 
more than the tax payable for that assessment year. When the assessed 
tax is less than the advance tax paid by the assessee and the tax deducted 
at source, there will be no amount on which Interest under section 234A 
can possibly be calculated. This extra payment of advance tax will totally 
insure the assessee against the levy of Interest for delay in the filing of 
the return. The extra amount of advance tax will be refunded to the assessee 
on completion of the assessment with interest calculated from the 1st of 
April of the assessment year. The assessee will therefore lose interest for 
just a fortnight on the extra amount paid as advance tax. This, in any case, 
is a small cost for gaining Immunity against levy of interest under Section 
234A, and if this recommendation is accepted, the assessee will be able 
to successfully avoid the payment of interest for delay in the fdmishlng of 
the return. Payment of advance tax as above, will also save the assessee 
from levy of interest under Section 234B and 234C. 



62 


TAXATION -MAGAZINE -ARTICLE- PART -1 fVfll. 126 


Can the I.T. Department attach under sectioii 
226(3) of the I.T. Act an actionable claim, 
equitably assigned ? 

By 


N.S. Raghauan 


r 




With a llberplised procedure for sanctioning of advances to 
parties engaged In executing contracts, the banks naturalli/ have 
taken steps to safeguard the advances and In the process obtain 
an irrecoverable power of attorney in favour of the banks concerned 
by which the bank is authorised to receive payment of all amounts 
due and which may becomes due from the parties under various 
contract works and to appropriate such amounts in reduction 
of the advances given by the bank. High Courts have decided 
that in view of the finding that interest had already been created 
in favour of bank, department cannot have any claim over those 
amounts. The income-tax liability of the department could not, 
therefore, be enforced over the amounts which have already been 
transferred in favour of the bank. The intention to create security 
had been manifested by producing the powers of attorney before 
the banks. 






General 


l..With a liberalised procedure for sanctioning of advances to parties 
engaged in executing contracts, the Banks naturally take steps to safeguard 
the advances and in the process, the Banks obtain an irrevocable power 
of attorney in favour of the bank by which the bank is authorised to receive 
payment of all amounts due and which may become due from the various 
parties under various contract works and to appropriate such amounts in 
reduction of the advances given the bank. The contractors always aver that 
the powers of attorney constitute an equitable assignment of the amounts 
due or which may become due to them and the bank is the constituted 
owner of those amounts. The departments always contends that the equitable 
assigngients are subject to the amounts due to the Central revenue, that 
the bank does not have any priority or charge or lien over those amounts, 
that the arrears of tax sought to be recovered do not relate to periods 
subsequent to the execution of the powers of attorney and that the amounts 
do not cease to be payable to, the banks and that the fTO has jurisdiction 
and power to issue the impugned orders. 

Question Involved 

2. The main question is whether the powers of attorney, amount to an 
equitable assignment of the monies due to the banks who executed the 
powers of attorney in favour of bank authorising the bank to receive the 
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monJes and toadja^ die same toward the amount borrowed by die conttactor 
from the bank. The contractors argue that the bank has an interest in the 
funds, since an irrevocable power of attorney has been executed The 
department, on the other hand contends that they are only pay orders and 
that the bank has no control over the money covered by the bills to be 
presented by the contractor and he is not. therefore, competent to make 
an assignment in favour of the bank. It is better to understand the distinction 
between an “actionable claim” or a “chose iri action" and a “pay order". 

Actionable claim 

3. As per the definition contained in the Transfer of Property Act, an 
“actionable claim” is a claim to any debt other than a secured debt or any 
beneficial interest in movable property not in the possession of the claimant. 
Sec. 130 enables the transferee of an actionable claim to sue or institute • 
proceedings for the same in his own name without obtaining the transferor’s 
consent and without making him a party thereto. The validity of transferring 
a specific fund towards the payment of debt incurred by the debtor cannot 
therefore be questioned. 

Chose in action 

4. A “chose” means a thing and a “chose in action’ means a thing In action. 
According to Halsbury the expression “chose in action” in the literal sense 
means a thing recoverable by action as contrasted with a “chose in possession’ 
namely a thing of which a person has not only ownership but also actual 
physical possession. A chose inaction is assignable and is treated as property 
under Chapter 8 of the Transfer of Property Act which calls it “an actionable 
claim”. 

A chose in action can be in respect of a future claim also. 

Case law on the points : 

5.1 While construing the power of attorney the Supreme Court observed 
in Bharat NidhI Ltd. vs. Takhatmal AIR 1969 Sec 313, that “it is a 
necessary to bear in mind that the relationship of the two parties, Malhotra 
and. the bank, was that of a borrower and lender and that the document 
was brought into existence in connection with a proposed transaction of 
financing of Malhotra’s bills for supplies under the contract. The Intention 
of the parties was to provide protection for the loan and to secure payment 
of the loans. It was with this object in view the lender was authorised to 
rieceipts towards repayment of the loans. The power of attorney authorised 
appellant to receive payments of the bills and fo appropriate the receipts 
towards repayment of the loans. The powerof attorney authorised appellant 
to receive all monies due or to become due to Malhotra in respect of pending 
or future contracts with the Government authorities, on the basis of these 
recitals the Supreme Court held that there was a valid equitable assignment 
of future debts and that the debt piasses on to the assignee as and when 
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It comes into existence. The Supreme Court repelled the ccwitcntion that 
there was no engagement to pay out of specific fund and therefore, there 
was no assignment.” 

Before the Supreme Court a contention was raised that the document was 
only a pay order. This contention was also rejected by observing that an 
Interest in a specific fund was created by the power of attorney and that 
it was Irrevocable. It is observed that there is an essentiardlstinctlon between 
a pay order and an assignment. A pay order is a revocable mandate. It 
gives the payee no interest in the fund whereas an assignment creates an 
interest in the fund and is not recovable. It was for these reasons that the 
Supreme Court held that there was a sufficient equitable assignment of a 
specific fund in favour of the appellant therein. 

5.2 On the question as to what constitutes an equitable assignment the 
Supreme Court has referred to Palmer us. Carey LR (1926) AC 703 at 
706 where it was held : “The law as to equitable assignment, as stated 
in Rodick us. Gandell, is this ; The extent of the principle to be deducted 
is that an agreement between a debtor and a creditor that the debt owing 
shall be paid out of specific fund coming to the, debtor, or an order given 
by a debtor to his creditor upon a person owing money or holding funds 
belonging to the giver of the order, directing such person to play such funds 
to the creditor, will create a valid equitable charges upon such fund, in 
other words, will operate as an equitable assignment of the debts or fund 
to which the order refers.” 

5.3 The Madras High Court in the decision in Nauajee us. Administrator 
General of Madras ILR 38 Mad 500 held that when an instrument refers 
to specific funds out of which the claims of a creditors are to be satisfied, 
the creditor has a charge on such fund. 

5.4. The Calcutta High Court referred to the law as to equitable assignment 
as stated by Lord Tvuro in (1850) 1 Mag M and G 763, Rodick us. Gandell 
in the following manner : 

“ an agreement between a debtor and a creditor, that the debt owing 

shall be paid out of a specific fund coming to the debtor, or an order 
given by a debtor to his creditor upon a person owning money or holding 
funds belonging to the giver of the order directing such person, to pay 
such funds to the creditor, will create a valid equitable charge upon 
the fund, in other words, will operate as equitable assignment of the 
debts or fund to which the order refers." 

Conclusion 

6 .. Following the principles stated by the Supreme Court and other High 
Courts, an Irrecoverable power of attorney by which an equitable assignment 
is created in favour of a bank creates an interest in favour of the bank 
over the monies due. The tax payers may usefully follow the above decisions 
and argue their cases suitably to thwart the action of the l.T. Department. ; 
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Compensation for surrender of tenancy ri|^ts - 
Whether taxable as income of a casu^ and 
non-recurring nature? 

By 

T.N. Pande]; 



In a number of decisions culminating In the Supreme Court 
decision in the case of CIT us. 6.C. Srinluasa Setty. the view 
taken is that in case of zero-cost capital assets, tax could not 
be levied on the gain arising on their transfer. The Finance Act, 
1987 provided that In cases of self generated goodwill the cost 
would be taken as ‘nil’ for taxing capital gain arising on Its 
transfer. Till 31-3-1995 this position continued on assets other 
than goodwill like tenancy rights, route permits etc, where the 
cost of acquisition was not continued to escape the net of 
taxation. However, the Allahabad High Court In Gulab Chand’s 
case took a view that such gains could be taxed as income of 
casuai and non-recurring nature. 

Analgslng the decision, the author has opined that the decision 
Is not correct and for this view be has drawn support from a 
recent decision of the Calcutta High Court where too, differing 
from the Allahabad High Court, view, the Calcutta High Court 
has held that such gains are exempt from tax and cannot be 
taxed as Income of a casual and non-recurring nature. The law 
discussed by the author would be relevant upto the asst, year 
1994-95 as with effect from 1-4-1995, gains arising from the 
transfer of tenancy rights would be taxableas capital gains taking 
the cost of acquisition as NIL. 



1. The issue whether capital gain arises on transfer of capital assets whose 
cost of acquisition is zero has been judicially considered on a number of 
decisions in the past. The landmark decision on this issue is that of the 
Supreme* Court in the case of CIT vs. B.C. Srinivasa Setty (1981) Taxation 
60 (3) 124. (1981) 128 ITR 294 (SC). It has been held by the Supreme 
Court in this case that section 45 contemplates an asset which has a cost 
of acquisition. Hence In a case where cost of acquisition is nil, there would 
be no liability for tax on capital gains on relinquishment of such rights for 
consideration. 


2. Supreme Court’s decision 

In the context of taxation of capital gain on transfer of goodwill, the Supreme 
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Court has said In Setty’s case that all transactions encompassed by section 
45 must fall under the governance of its computation provision, i.e. section 
48 of the Income-tax Act, 1 961 . A transaction to which this provision cannot 
be applied, must be regarded as never Intended by section 45 to be subject 
of charge; what is contemplated by section 48(11) is the asset in the acquisition 
of which It is possible to en\dsage a cost, i.e., it must be an asset which 
possesses inherent quality of being available on the expenditure of money 
to a person seeking to acquire it and that none of the provisions pertainin; 
to the head “capital gains" suggests that they include an asset in the 
acquisition of which no cost of acquisition at all can be conceived. Therefore, 
according to the Supreme Court, when an asset, in acquisition of which 
no cost at all can be conceived, the consideration received is the capitzd 
value of the asset and not any profit or gain and the date of acquisition 
of the asset is a material factor in applying the computation provisions 
pertaining to capital-gains. Applying this principle to the goodwill in the 
above case, the Supreme Court held that in case of the goodwill generated 
in a new business, it is not possible to determine the date when it come:^ 
into existence. 

3. Supreme Court’s decision partially superseded 

The A.P. High Court in Sri Krishna Dalrv & Agricultural Farm vs. CJT 
(1988) 169 ITR 291 A.P., was required to consider whether on sale of 
calves, capital gain arises. The court decided that in the case of a Dairy, 
there was no cost for acquisition of calves and in view of Supreme Court', 
decision in Srinivasa Setty’s case (supra), capital-gain could not result from 
the sale of calves. The lacuna pointed out by the Supreme Court regarding 
goodwill was made good by the amendment of section 55 by the Finance 
Act of 1987 with effect from 01-04-1988 by providing that the cost c 
self generated goodwill will be taken ‘nil’ for the purposes of computation 
of capital-gains, but, no such amendment was made concerning some other 
capital assets like tenancy rights, stage carriage permits, loom hours etc. 
Hence after the amendment regarding goodwill was made, questions arose 
whether gain arising consequent to the transfer of the above referred 
categories of assets where cost was nil could be subjected to teix as capital 
gain. Obviously, the answer to the query was in the negative in view of 
the Supreme Court’s verdict in Sriniuasa Setty's case (supra) and such gains 
escaped the incidence of taxation. 

4. Allahabad High Court’s view 

However, the Allahabad High Court in one of its decisions in the case of 
CIT vs. Gulab Chand (1991) 103 Taxation 196 (All.) (1991) 192 ITR 495 
(All.) gave a queer interpretation of the provisions of the Income-tax Act 
for assessing such gains. If directed the Income-tax Officer to assess such 
g^ins as casual incomes. It the oj^erative pat of the High (Court’s decision 
is red, it is clear that the High O^urt has accepted the position that the 
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receipt in question is in fact a receipt of a capital nature. Discussing the 
provisions of section 10(3), the High Court has mentioned about clause 
(1) of the Proviso which takes away capital-gains chargeat^ under the 
provisions of section 45 from the purview of casual Income. Yet it has said 
that such gains could be assessed as casual Income. The operative portion 
of the High Court's order reads as under : 

“The question bolls down to : Whether the receipt in question is 
exempted under sub-clause (i). For this sub-clause to be attracted, it 
Is not enough that it is a capital receipt, it must be a capital receipt 
chargeable under section 45. Capital gains are chargedto tax by section 
45. The mode of computation of a capital gain is prescribed by section 
48. Supreme Court has held that where the cost of acquisition of an 
asset is nil, the capital gain is not chargeable to tax (vide CIT Bangalore 
vs. B.C. Shrinlvasa Setty (1981) Taxation 60 (3) 124, 128 ITR 294). 
On this reasoning, even if the said receipt is a capital gain, it is not 
a capital gain chargeable under the provisions of Section 45 for the 
simple reason that there was no cost of acquisition for the tenancy right, 
(vide CIT vs. Marka Pakula Agamma, 165 ITR 386) (A.P.) Accordingly, 
it must be held to be a receipt of a casual and non-rrcurrlng nature 
within the meaning of clause (3) of section 10. The Appellate Tribunal 
was in error holding that the said receipt was a capital gain and in further 
directing the ITO to compute the tax treating it as a capital-gain.” 

The High Court’s reasoning is that clause (1) to Proviso is not applicable 
in the assessee’s case because even if the receipt is a capital-gain, it is 
not chargeable as such under the provisions of section 45 because of the 
two decisions mentioned in the High Court’s order and quoted in the extract 
given earlier. Accordingly, it must be held to be a receipt of a casual nature 
and not a capital-gain. Hence receipt to be of a capital nature, but since 
capital-gain could not be taxed, the capital asset being a zero cost capital 
asset, the receipt could be considered as casual income. 

5. Allahabad High Court’s view prima facie not correct 

The High Court’s decision needs consideration from two angles, viz. ; 

(1) Even if the premise that the receipts are basueJ income is correct, 
could these be taxed on this ground without bringing these into 
any of the heads mentioned in section 14; 

(2) if a receipt falls for consideration under one of the heads enumerated 
in Section 14 and found exempt, can it be considered for taxation 
under other heads. 

On both these important Issues, the decision is silent. For being 
taixed, an income has to feill in one of the heads enumerated in 
Section 14.* 

The scope and function of section 14 was elaborately explained 



68 


TAXATON- MAGAZINE -ARTICLES -PART -I [Vol. 1*6 

• 

in err us. Smt. r.P. Sidhwa (1982) 133 ITR 840 (Bombay). 
For this purpose, the Court relied upon the Interpretation placed 
on section 6 of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922 (corresponding 
to section 14ofthe 1%1 Act) by the Supreme Court in Na/inilcent 
Ambalal Mody us. S.A.L. NaraiHin Rao, CIT (1966) 61 ITR 428. 
The Court observed” “....on a reading of the decision of the 
Supreme Court in N.A Mody’s case (1965) 61 ITR 428, the 
following principles dearly emerge : 

(1) Several heads of income mentioned in section 6 are mutually 
exclusive; a particular income can come only under one of them. 

(ii) If the receipts can be brought under one had of income, l.e. the 
fourth head of income in section 6, viz. profits and gains of 
business, profession or vocation, they cannot be brought under 
the residuary head as the heads of income are mutually exclusive. 

(ill) Whether an Income fdls under one head or the other has to be 
decided accordingly to the common notion of practical men, for, 
the Act does not provide any guidance in the matter. In other 
words, the heads of income must be decided on the nature of the 
Income by applying practical common notion and not by reference 
to the assessee’s treatment of income. 

(iv) Whether an Income is included In any r>f the heads other than 
the residuary head would depend on what kind of income it is, 
2 U)d if the Income is the profit or gain of profession, it cannot 
come under section 12, for, section 12 does not say that an income 
which escapes taxation under a preceding head will be computed 
under it for chiargeablllty to tax. 

(v) An income has to be brought under one of the heads in section 
6 (of 1922 Act) and can be charged to tax only if it is so chargeable 
under the computing section corresponding to that head. Income 
which comes under thev fourth head, that is, professional income, 
can be brought to tax only if It can be so done under the rules 
of computation laid down In section 10. If it cannot be so brought 
to tax; it will escape taxation even if it be included in the total 
income under section 4." (p., 849). 

Hence it was necessary for the High Cdurt to indicate under which head 
the net casual Income should be taxed while giving its decision. It cannot 
automatically be charged under the head “income from other sources”. 

Coming to the second issue, there are number of decisions where it has 
been held that Income falling under one specific head cannot be taxed under 
another. In Sultan Bros. {P) Ltd. vs. CIT (1964) 51 ITR 353, 452 (SC), 
it has been said that several heads of income mentioned in section 6 of 
the 1922 Act (corresponding to section 14 of the 1961 Act) are mutually 
exclusive. Similar decisions have been taken in the following cases : 
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(1) United Commercial Bank Ltd. as. CIT (1967) 

' (ti) East India Housing and Development Trust Ltd. vs. CIT (1961) 
42 ITR 49 (SQ. 

In the latter case, It has been said that the classification under 
distinct heads of in«)nne profits and gains is made having regard 
to the sources from which income Is derived, income-tax is 
undoubtedly levied on the total taxable income of the tax payer 
and the tax levied is a single tax on the aggregate taxable receipts 
from all the sources. It is not a collection of taxes separately levied 
on distinct heads of IrKome. But the distinct heads specified in 
section 6 of the 1922 Act (corresponding to section 14 of the 
1961 Act) indicating the sources are mutually exclusive and Income 
derived from different sources falling under specific head.^ has to 
be computed for the purpose of tzecatlon in the m 2 L'iner provided 
by the appropriate section. If the Income from a source falls within 
a specific head set out in section 6, the fact that it may indirectly 
be covered by another head will not make the income taxable 
tinder the latter head. The Income derived by the company from 
shops and stalls is income received from property and falls under 
the specific head described in section 9 of the 1922 Act. The 
character of that income is not altered because it was received 
by a company formed with the object of developling and setting 
up markets. 

(ill) CIT us. Chugandas & Co. (1965) 55 ITR 71. 

It has been observed in this decision also that an income which 
is chargeable under a specific head cannot be brought to tax 
under another head either in lieu of or In addition to that head. 

In CIT us. Cocanoda Radha Suiami Bank Ltd. (1965) 57 ITR 
306 (SQ, the Supreme Court has said that whether a particular 
income is part of business Income falls to be decided not on the 
basis of provisions of section 6 of the 1922 Act but on commercial 
principles. It is only when an income cannot be charged to income 
tax under any of the heads mentioned in clauses A to E of Section 
14 that the same shall be chargeable to tax under the residuary 
head viz. income from other sources mentioned in clause F of 
Section 14 under the specific provision of section 56(1). 

Generally speaking, a receipt consequent to the transfer of a capital asset 
is a capital receipt. Hence not liable to tax as Income. But in terms of 
definition of income in section 2(24) it becomes chargeable to tax as capital 
gain to the extent of net gain arising out of such transfer. Hence if the 
amounts received is compensation for surrender of tenancy right, the gain 
Imbedded in such receipts can be taxed only under the head “Capital gain” 
and under no other head. If it cannot betaxed as capital gain, it will not 

'••iff r • VI t— ' 
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Thus for the reasoning given earlier it Is obvious that Allahabad High Court's 
view Is prfma facie not correct. 

6. Calcutta High Court's vlaw 

The stand that Allahabad High Court’s decision is not correct Is confirmed 
by the Calcutta High Court’s decision in the case of B.K. Rop Pvt. Ltd, 
vs. Commissioner of Income-tax (1995) 125 CTR (Cal.) 50. In the case 
before the Calcutta High Court the issue related to taxation of a sum of 
Rs. 21,20,000 received as compensation for surrender of monthly tenancy. 
The tenancy rights had no cost of acquisition. The Income-tax Department 
proposed to tax it relying on the Allahabad High Court’s decision in the 
case of Gulab Chand (supra). Drawing support from Its earlier decision 
in the case of A. Gasper vs. CIT (1979) 117 ITR 581 (Cal.), which was 
subsequently affirmed by the Supreme Court In the case of A. Gasper os. 
CIT (1991) 192 ITR 382 (SC), the Court has said that a receipt which 
Is exempt as capital gains (l.e. compensation for monthly tenancy) cannot 
be brought to tax as casual and non-recurring receipt specifically In view 
of proviso (1) to section 10(3) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, Hence the 
department’s approach based on Allahabad High Court’s decision In the 
case of Gulab Chand has been considered erroneous by the Calcutta High 
Court. 

7. Tenancy Rights made taxable by the Finance Act, 1994 from 
the Asst. Year 1995-96 

The Finance Act, 1994 has amended section 55 (2) to provide that cost 
of acquisition In relation to capital asset being goodwill of a business, tenancy 
rights, stage carriage permits or loom hours - 

(a) in the case of acquisition of such assets by the assessee by purchase 
from a previous owner, means the amount of purchase price; and 

(b) In any other case (not being a (^ase falling under sub-clauses (1) 
to (Iv) of sub-section (1) of section 49, shall be taken to be nil. 

Thus the entire amount received for surrender of tenancy rights where the 
cost of acquisition Is nil, will thus be subjected to tax as capital gain after 
excluding cost of transfer etc., if any. 

8. Concluding remarks 

The law as discussed in the article will be applicable to cases arising upto 
31-3-1994. In such cases, compensation received on account of surrender 
of tenancy rights will be exempt from tax and thus would not attract teuc 
either as gain arising from the transfer of a capital asset or as income of 
a casual and non-recurring nature. With effect from 1-4-1995, such receipts 
would attract tax as capital gain taking into account the law as laid down 
In (amended) sub-section (2) of section 55 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 
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Pitfalls In law relating to purchase of immovable 
property by the Central Government - Powers of 
^Appropriate Authority* 

By 

S.P. Pahwa 


In this article Shrl S.P. Pahwa, Corporate Tax Planner has 
suggested for a fresh look on the provisions of the law contained 
In Chapter XX-C of the Income-tax Act, 1961 with regard to 
purchase of Immovable property by the Central Government and 
Powers of the Appropriate Authority. Whether the Appropriate 
Authority has Inherent power to file a particular application for 
clearance certificate or he Is bound to act on the same I.e either 
to grant the certificate of clearance or to acquire the property. 
For various technical reasons he may not be In a position to 
acquire the property. For various technical reasons he may not 
be In a position to acquire the property, then he should Issue 
the Clearance Certificate. Since this has not been done In mony 
cases,, It has given rise to various points of litigation. Hence the 
need to reconsider the legislative provisions with reference to 
case law. 


Relevant provisions are contained In sections 269U to 269UD contained 
in chapter XX-C of the Income-tax Act, 1961 . This apart relevant provisions 
are also contained in section 230A of the Income-tax Act.'l 96 1 for obtaining 
Tax Clearance Certificate - in both the cases depending on the limit of 
‘apparent consideration’ and the area where the property is situated. Both 
provisions are under amendment by the Finance Bill, 1995 with reference 
to raising of limits of ‘apparent consideration’. However, without dwelling 
on the limits, in this article, it Is proposed to examine other provisions 
of the Chapter including powers of the Appropriate Authority and the 
meaning of the expression ‘apparent consideration’. 


2. The expression ‘apparent consideration’ stands defined in section 269UA(b) 
with reference to various of types of agreements for transfer of the Immovable 
property in question. It may be recalled that the provisions of chapter 
XX-C enabling the Central Ctovemment to purchase Immovable properties 
in certain cases were Inserted by the Finance Act, 1986 and came into 
force with effect from 1-10-1986. The applicability of the provisions to 
the Metropolis had been done from time to time by way of Notifications. 
The provisions of Chapter XX-C need to be read with rules 48-1, 48-J, 
48-K and 48-L of the Income-tax Rules, 1962. The most important being 
the statement to be furnished under Form No. 37-1 i.e. within the meaning 
of rule 48L(2). 
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3. It Is an elementary rule of interpretation that an instrument like a statute 
is to be read as a whole to find out the intention of the parties or the 
legislation. Though by now we have many decisions from our courts but 
it would suffice to refer to Lord Halsburry’s decision in the case of Charles 
Robert Lander vs. George F. Duffey (1988, 13 AC 294) where it was 
observed : 

“that you must look at the whole instrument inasmuch as there may 
be Inaccuracy and inconsistency, you must, if you can» ascertain what 
is the meaning of the Instrument taken as a whole in order to give effect, 
if it be possible to do so, to the intention of the framer of it.” 

4. The word ‘transfer’ has been defined in section 269U(h) in the repealed 

Chapter XX'A and also now in section 269UA(f) of Chapter XX-C. Restrictions 
on transfer of Immovable property stand Imposed by section 269UC and 
this section starts with a non-obstante clause excluding the provisions of 
the Transfer of Property Act. But, in a given case for the purposes of the 
provisions of section 269UA(f), whether there is transfer or not, the 
provisions of section 269UA(0 defining the term ‘transfer’ can be lost sight 
of Irrespective of the non-obstante clauses. At the same time, in the scheme 
of the Income-tax Act, while defining the term ‘transfer’, if possession of 
the property has been allowed to be taken or retained in part performance 
of a contract of the nature referred to in section 53 A of the Transfer of 
Property Act. The first pitfall is whether the nature referred to in section 
S3 A has been incorporated (in- built) vAdie defining the term ‘transfer’ and 
whether section 53A can be given a complete ‘go-by’. » 

5. The very definition of the term ‘transfer’ as contained in section 269UA(0 
read with the provisions of section 53A shows that the factum of transfer 
ha^ to be ascertained with reasonable certainty and in case the transferee 
has in part performance of the contract taken possession of the property 
or any part thereof, it would constitute a transfer. 

6. In the case of Megsons Exports vs. Union of India and Others (1992) 
106 Taxation 351 (1992, 194 ITR 225) where the possession of the 
property was handed over in part performance of the contract, quashing 
the order of Appropriate Authority, the Delhi High Court held that when 
the appropriate authority received an application under section 269UC he 
had no Jurisdiction to file the application as was done in this case. He had 
to exercise the option which was available within a stipulated time i.e. either 
to buy the property or to issue ‘no objection certificate’. In view of the 
expiry of statutory period, the Government had lost its power to purchase 
the property. The Delhi High Court followed its decision in the case of 
Tanvl Trading and Credit’s case (1991) 102 Taxation 559, (1991, 188 
ITR 623). The Supreme Court dls^iissed the Special Leave Petition filed 
by the department. Thus the law can be stated that when the appropriate 
authority receives an application under section 269UC, the Appropriate 
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Authority has no ^urlsciictlon to file that application— It has to exercise the 
option either to purchase the property or to issue toe no objection certificate. 

7. Now we have another leading decision on toe subject from the Rajasthan 
High Court In the case of Rajasthan Patrlka Ltd. us. Union of India (1994) 
122 Taxation 206, (1995, 213 ITR 445) holding, inter-alla toat where 
the parties have violated the provisions of the income-tax Act wd have 
acted in manner so as to thwart the very purptose of the provisions relating 
to toe restrictions on transfer of immovstole property and to thwart toe 
Central Government’s pre-emptive right of pnirchase besides the altemattve 
of either purchasing or Issuing a no objection certificate. The option Is also 
available not to act upon the statement in Form No. 37-1 which is found 
to be violative fo the provisions of the Income-tax Act and to prosecute 
the concerned parties by resorting to the machinery under the Act. In this 
case it was noted that the . parties had affected the transfer before filing 
the statement in Form No. 37-1 and thus violated the relevant provisions 
of the Act, it was certain within the rights of the Appropriate Authority 
not to act upon the statement filed by the parties in Form No. 37-1. The 
Appropriate authority was held that in issuing the show cause notice for 
prosecution for failure to comply with the provisions of section 269UC. 

8. In the case of T. Amudha us. Members, Appropriate Authority (1993, 
202 ITR 525) the petitioners had entered into an agreement of sale on 
9-8^1989 for total consideration of Rs. 155 lakhs or so but filed the 
Statement under section 269UC on 23-8-1989. The Appropriate authority 
rejected the statement and directed the vendors to file a fresh agreenjent 
after removing some of the irregularities and Infirmities. The Madras High 
Court, on ajwrit petition, remitted the matter to the Appropriate Authority 
for a fresh order taking note of the development which had resulted in a 
decree in favour of the petitioner. 

9. The pitfalls arising from the interpretation of various decisions of the 
courts give rise to many questions whether the Jurisdiction of the Income- 
tax Department is limited and whether and to what extent they can make 
a roving enquiry with regard to the 'title of the property. Whether the law 
as shrined in the said chapter can be applied to the partnership to test 
the agreement in the light of various provisions of the Partnership Act. 
When an appropriate authority is of opinion that the agreement is invalid, 
is he bound to make a pre-emptive purchase of the property. Since the 
provisions/terms/clauses in an agreement are the ’look-out’ of the parties, 
whether the Appropriate Authority has Jurisdiction to decide and say that 
the agreement is ab-Inltlo void and is contrary to the principles of the 
Partnership Act. 

10. In Rajata Trust us. Chief Commissioner of Income-tax (1992, 193 
ITR 220) it was pointed out that the decree of the High Court is subsequent 
to the order of the appropriate authority. One of the contentions by the 
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assessee’s counsel in the case of T. Amudha (supra) was whether there 
Is inherent power in the appropriate auttorlty to decide the issue with regard 
to the title and validity of agreement and If he feels that the agreement 
is not valid, it is open to him (A.A.) to return the application as defective. 

11. Without multiplying number of cases, it is pointed out that fresh look 
is needed on various decisions given by the courts with regard to powers 
of the Appropriate Authority, various issues can be settled on the basis 
of clear provisions of the statute leaving less discretion for Interpretation 
of the provisions. Before parting, I would also refer to the Madras High 
Court’s decision in the case of Appropriate Authorlti/ us. Naresh M. Mehta 
(1993, 200 ITR 773) where it was also held that the Jurisdiction of 
Appropriate Authority is limited either to pass an order within the specified 
period or to give a no objection certificate. Accordingly, it is suggested that 
a fresh look on the provisions for purchase of the immovable property by 
the Central Government Is urgently needed so that the desired objects of 
the legislative provisions are achieved without prolonged litigation. 
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Taxability of allowance given to employees for 
purthase of newspapers and periodicals 

By 

K.R. Gupta 


r 


V. 


In a recent decision In the case of Fitzpatrick vs. India Revenue 
Commissioners reported In (1995) 213 ITR 411, the House of 
Lords has held that the allowance paid to journalists to purchase 
newspapers and periodicals was not dedcutible from their Income 
liable to Income-tax. In this article, the author, who Is an ex- 
Member, Central Board of Direct Taxes and practising as a tax 
Consultant, has discussed this Judgment In the light of the 
provisions of section 10(14) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 and 
concluded that the ratio of this decision would hold good while 
deciding the claim of exemption of similar allowance u/s 10(14) 
and accordlngli^ an allowance received by an emplovee from his 
employer for purchase of newspapers and periodicals will not 
be exempt In the hands of the employee. 


In a recent decision in the case of Fitzpatrick vs. Indland Revenue 
Commissioners reported in (1995) 213 ITR 411, the House of Lords has 
held that the allowance paid to Journalists to purchase newspapers & 
periodicals was not deductible from their income liable to income-tax 
pursuant to section 189 of the Income & Corporation Taxes Act, 1970, 
since in reading newspapers and periodicals they had purchased they were 
not acting in the performance of their duties. Since this decision may be 
relevant in the context of the provisions of section 10(14) of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 in our country, it will be appropriate to discuss the facts 
of the case and the decision in detail. 


2. In this case, there were ten Scottish and English appeals. In the Scottish 
appeals, the tax-payers were five journalists who were employed In 
1985-86 by a company which published two Scottish newspapers. Each 
of the taxpayers received a newspaper allowance as reimbursement towards 
expenses incurred in purchasing newspapers and periodicals. The taxpayers 
appealed against assessments to income-tax of the newspaper allowance, 
claiming that such allowance was deductible under section 189(1) of the 
Income & Corporation Taxes Act, 1970, which reads as under ; 

‘‘(1) If the holder of an office or employment is necessarily obliged to 
incur and defray out of the emoluments thereof the expenses of travelling 

In the performance of the duties of the office or employment or 

otherwise to expend money wholly, exclusively and necessarily in the 
performance of the said duties, there may be deducted from the emoluments 
to be assessed the expenses so necessarily incurred and defrayed.” 
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The Special Commissioners dismissed the appeals holding that the taxpayers 
by reading newspapers and periodicals were providing* themselves with 
background material with which to approach their respective duties as 
journalist and were not at that time preparing articles etc. for publication 
in the course of performance of the duties of their employment. On appeals 
by the tax-payers the Court of Session dismissed the appeals. Thereafter 
the taxpayers filed appeals before the House of Lords. In the English appeals 
also, the taxpayers, who were five journalists, received from their employers 
and allowance as re-imbursement of the expenditure incurred in purchasing 
newspapers and periodicals. They were assessed to income-tax in amounts 
which included the sums re-imbursed to them by way of the allowance. On 
appeal, the Commissioners allowed all the appeals, holding that the amounts 
re-imburssed were in respect of expenditure incurred by the taxpayers 
wholly, exclusively aind necessarily in the performance of the taxpayer's 
duties and accordingly deductible. Warner J. dismissed the Crown’s appeals 
in the cases of 4 journalists who were employed as picture editor, an assistant 
Chief sub-editor, a sports reporter and a staff photographer, but in the case 
of the fifth journalist who was employed as a news layout journalist, he 
allowed the appeal on the ground that there was no finding of fact that 
the taxpayer's reading of the publications was a necessary part of the 
performance of the duties of his employment. On further appeal, the Court 
of Appeal dismissed the Crown’s appeals, and allowed the tax-payer’s 
appeal. Thereafter, the crownfiled appeals in all cases before the House 
of Lords. The House of Lords dismissed the Scottish appeals and allowed 
the English appeals, holding that on a true construction of section 189(1) 
of the Act of 1970 the claims of the tax-payers in their respective occupations 
as journalist did not fall within the ambit of the provisions since when 
a journalist reads newspap>ers and periodicals he is not acting “in the 
performance” of his duties as a reporter, author, editor, photographer or 
like occupations. The following observations of Lord Templeman appearing 
in the judgement arc noteworthy : 

“No one doubts that a journalist may benefit from information and 
knowledge concerning past and present events and from former and 
contemporary examples of style and presentation. He may with profit 
read the past journalist works of William Howard Russell, Bernard Shaw, 
Neville Gardus, and Henry Longhurst, amongst others. He may with 
profit read the contemporary leading articles of “The Times" or study 
the photographs in “The Star” or the headlines in “The Daily Mirror,” 
or the layout of "The Daily Express.” Before a journalist begins his dally 
work he must form a view of what he ought to be doing during the 
day. But he is not performing his duties when he prepares for work 
and there are a veriety of w^ys in which he may choose to prepare 
and inform himself. The evidence in the present appeals largely Ignored 
the help to bejderived from Reuters, the press Association and other 
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news services and also die immediate help of radio and televlsiorx 
broadcast. A Journalist Is free to choose his preparatory studies. It Is 
said that some journalists best obtain ideas arvl keep iq) to date by wining 
and dining. The Journalists in the present case chose to spend several 
hours every deiy reading a formidable mass of repetitive newsprint 
dealing with the events of yesterday. In my opinion, they were not, 
in the course of that reading, engaged in the performance of the duties 
for which they were paid.: 

3. In India the issue of taxability of allowance received by an employee 
from his employer for purchase of newspapers & periodicals has to be 
decided in the light of the provisions of section 10(14) of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961. This section grants exemption from tax in respect of any such 
special allowzmces or benefit, not being in the nature of a perquisite within 
the meaning of section 17(2), specifially granted to meet expenses wholly, 
necessarily and exclusively incurred in the performance of the duties Of an 
office or employment of profit, as the Central Government may specify, 
to the extent to which such expenses are actually incurred for that purposes. 
For claiming exemptjloh of an allowance under this section, it is necessary 
to fulfill the following conditions. 

(a) a special allowance or benefit must be granted to meet expenses 
wholly, necessarily and exclusively Incurred in the performance of 
the duties of an office or employment or profits. 

(b) The special allowance or benefit must be notified for exemption 
by the Central Government, and; 

(c) The special allowance must be actually spent for meeting expenses 
Incurred for the purpose for which it was gremted; 

4. The various allowances which have been notified for exemption by the 
Central Government u/s 10(14) do not include allowance granted to an 
employee by the employer for purchase of newspapers and periodicals. 
They, however, include an allowance gianted for encouraging academic 
research and any other professional pursuit. The expenses incurred by an 
employee on purchase of newspapers and periodicals cannot be said to 
be incurred on academic research or any professional pursuit. Since the 
allowance for purchase of newspapers and periodicals has not been notified 
for exemption by the Central Government, it will not be exempt under the 
provisions of section 10(14) and, will, therefore, be included in the taxable 
income of the employee. 

5. It may be further point out that like section 189(1) of the Income & 
Corporatibn Taxes Act, 1970 of U.K., section 10(14) of the lncome-t 2 uc 
Act, 1961 requires that for claiming exemption the mmiey must be spent 
wholly, necessarily and exclusively in the performance of the duties of an 
officer or employment of profit. Therefore, for deciding as to whether the 
allowance granted for purchase of newspapers and periodicals has been 
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spent wholly, necessarily and exclusively in tfie performance of ttie duties, 
the decision of the House of Lords In Fitzpatrics case (supra) would be 
relevcmt. If the ratio of this decision is applied, the amount spent by an 
employee on purchatse of newspapers & periodicals cannot be said to be 
an expenditure incurred in the performance of the duties of his employment 
and accordingly the allowance received by him would be taucable in his hemds. 

6. Here it will be relevant to mention that in the context of the provisions 
of section 37(1) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, the Courts have held that 
expenditure incurred on foreign tour by a director of the assessee-company 
undertaken as a study-tour merely to get acquainted with new methods of 
production and new machinery or only for adding to the knowledge of the 
assessee-company's representatives Is an allowable deduction, as such 
expenditure is incurred on the ground of commercial expediency with a 
view to earn greater profit. (See Ambica Mills Ltd. vs. CIT (1964) 54 ITR 
167 (Guj.) and Addl. CIT vs. Motlpur Sugar Factorv (P) Ltd. 1981 Tax 
61 (1) 9 (1981) 128 ITR 84 (Pat.)]. It is submitted that the ratio of these 
decisions would not hold good for the purpose of deciding the question 
of exemption of allowance received as re-lmbursement of expenditure 
u/s 10(14). This is because under section 10(14), apart from the words 
“wholly and exclusively” which appear in section 37, the word “necessarily” 
has also been used. The use of the word “necessarily” Implies that the 
employee or office holder has to show that the expenses he seeks to deduct 
are expenses that he has been necessarily obliged to incur and defray in 
the performance of the duties of the employment or office. Thus, this word 
has narrowed down very much the scope of any expenditure which can 
fairly be deductible. When an employee reads newspapers and periodicals 
to add to his knowledge and to keep himself up-do-date, he is not, in the 
course of that reading, engaged in the performance of the duties of his 
employment and, therefore, it cannot be said that the expenditure Incurred . 
on purchase of newspapers and periodicals was necessarily incurred in the 
performance of his duties. 

7. Conclusion 

Since the words used in section 10(14) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 broadly 
correspond to those contained in section 189(1) of the Income & Corpo- 
ration Taxes Act of U.K. , the decision of the House of Lords in Fitzpatrick ’s 
case (supra) would be relevant for deciding the claim of exemption of similar 
allowance u/s 10(14) and accordingly an allowance received by an employee 
from his employer for purchase of newspapers and periodicals will not be 
exempt in the hands of the employee. 
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HC admits plea against service ^ax on phone > 

7116 Delhi High Court on Monday admitted for final hearing writ petition 
challenging the constitutional validity of service tax Imposed on telephone, 
insurance and stock brokers’ services. 

Chapter five incorporated in the Finance Act, 1994, has made services 
rendered in the three sectors taxable under the law. 

The petitioner, Arvlnd Gupta a consumer rights activist, has contended that 
the service tax was imposed without proper authority of law as was no 
legislation for making the three services taxable. 

The Centre never introduced any Service Tax Bill in Parliament to enact 
the Service T ax Act, nor did it bring any amendments to the Indian T elegraph 
Act, General Insurance Business (Nationalisation) Act and the Securities 
Contract (Regulation) Act, the petition said. 

A division bench comprising Justice D.P. Wadhwa and Justice M.K. Sharma 
admitted the petition for final hearing after Gupta appeared in person in 
the court to represent his case. 

Court also gave liberty to Gupta to file an application for early hearing 
of petition. 

Source ; Financial Express, dated 25-4-1995 


Review of system to combat tax evasion stressed 

The Public Accounts Committee has underlined the need for a critical review 
of the existing system of search and seizure to unearth black money and 
combat tax evasion. 

In its 97th report on ‘System appraisal — functioning of investigation circles’, 
tabled in Parliament on Friday, the Committee said, ‘search and seizure 
are exceptional powers conferred in exceptional circumstances for the 
purpose and, therefore, it is highly imperative and they arc exercised 
efficiently in unearthing concealed income and wealth and also checking 
evasion of taxes.’ 

The House Committee in its report the provisions made in the finance 
Bill, 1995 pertaining to a scheme under which undisclosed income defected 
as a result of search shall be assessed separately at a fiat rate of 60 per 
cent. Although the Finance Ministry had stated that the proposed procedure, 
wouid reduce the delay in assessments and make the operations more 
effective. Committee had declared to watch the enactment of the scheme, 
its actual implementation and efficiency, before making any comments. 
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The Committee regretted that In the present system of working, several 
vital data relevant to the search and seizure were not being maintained. 
It suggested that the Ministry of Bnance shoidd strive to ‘evolve an appropriate 
data system so that a better evaluation of the extent of the usefulness of 
the search and seizure operations could be attempted.’ 

Referring to review cases where various irregularities, omissions, mistakes 
had been detected, the Committee said that the Finance Ministry should 
obtain all details of such cases and take steps, 'to fix responsibility of the 
officials concerned for the various omissions/commissions. ’ It further pointed 
out that the Finance Ministry should ensure that the records requisitioned 
by CAG for audit be given to it to enable the CAG to discharge its 
constitutional functions. 

The Search and Seizure Manual as well as the departmental instructions 
require the Assessing Officers to keep in close touch with other officers 
concerned with outside departments/agencies like revenue intelligence, 
enforc^ent directorate, Customs and Central Excise Department, Sales 
Tax Department etc for effective follow up of search and seizure. 

In this regard the Committee urged the Finance Ministry to ascertain the 
manner in which co-ordination was actually put into practice presently and 
review the efficacy of the present instructions/arrangements In this regard 
with a view to ensuring better co-ordination and thereby achieving better 
results in combating tax evasion. 

The Committee also noted with concern that various registers and reports 
presented and which were, in fact, the basis for exercising effective monitoring 
and control of the functioning of the Investigation Circles. 

Source : Fintincial Express, dated 29-4-1995 


Tax Bar AssocTaBbn, itota 

The Editor, 

Taxation, 

174,Jorbagh, New Delhi-3 

Sub : Information regarding Members of Executive Committee of Tax 
Bar Association, Kota for the year 1995 - 1996 

Dear Sir, 

We have great treasure in informing you that the following members have been 
elected to die Executive Committee of Tax Bar Association, Kota for the year 
1995-96. 

1. Presldif^ Srri Vlrendra Kumar Jain, Advocate 

'Tel. No. (d) - 20563 (R) - 428424 
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. 2. V^President 

3. Secretaiy 

4. Joint Secretaiy 

5. Treasure 

6. Chairman, Study Circle : 
Income tax 


Sales Tax 

Executive Members ; 

1 . Shri R.C. Jain, Advocate (O) -23613, (R) -25228 

2. Shrl D.P. Bazarl, Advocate (O) -24573, (R) -21059 

3. Shri S. Somanl, C.A. (O) -23088, (R) 426288 

4. Shri S.D. JaJoo, C.A. (O) -24691, (R) -426583 

5. Shri R.R. Mittal, C.A. (O) cum (R) -21324 

6. Shri M.M. Sharma, Advocate (O) -27188, (R) -20611 

7. Shri Dinesh Bhargava, Advocate (O) cum (R) -20163 

8. Shri R.K. Gupta, C.A. (O) - 20308(R) 23507 

This is for your Wnd information and record. Kindly publish the same in the 
Journal. 

Thanking you. 

Your Faithfully,, 

For Tax Bar Association, 

Sd/- 

(Secretari^ 


^rt Surendra Kumar VQay, C.A. 
Td. No. (OF28028 0tH28O28 
Shri Sanleev Kumar Bazarl, C A 
Tel. No. 24573/^1059. 

^ri Yashwant Lodha, Advocate 
Td. No.20184/21056 
Shri R.A. Aganwal, C.A. 

Td. No. (OF25130 (R)-420183 

Shri C.M. Blrla, C.A. 

Td. No. (0) 23256/29256 
(R) -429257/424316 
Shri Mukesh Gupta, Advocate 
Td. No. 22667 
Tel. Nos. 


Dated : April, the 17th, 1995. 
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News & Views J 

0 

Ficci picks holes in Budget proposals 

This year's Budget proposals have been described as weak in promoting 
savings by the Ficci. Highlighting this, Ficci, in its post-budget memorandum 
to the government, has stated that in the present context when domestic 
savings have declined from the level of 23.7 per cent of the GDP in 1990 
to 20.2 in 1993-94, the Budget should have come out with steps to boost 
the falling rate of savings. 

Ficci points out the need to accelerate growth at a rate of 7-8 per cent 
to overcome the problems stemming from poverty and unemployment. This 
would require investments at around 30 per cent and a domestic saving 
of 28 per cent of the GDP. Ficci highlighted that the Budget should have 
announced more effective measures like abolition of tax on dividend, 
reduction in the long term capital gains tax, exemption of sales proceeds 
of shares from the capital gains tax if reinvested in shares and mutual funds 
Increase in basic exemption limit of personal taxation to Rs. 50,000, 
applicability of maximum marginal rate of tax to incomes which are over 
Rs. 2 lakh etc. 

Equally Important would have been, at least, abolishing surcharge on 
corporate tax considering the multiple effect of Investable resources with 
the coporates. The memorandum states: “It is disappointing to find that 
inspite of the reallstion that lower tax rates encourage better compllzmce 
and higher revenue collections, no proposal has been made for reducing 
the taxes rates to bring them in line with those prevailing elsewhere. To 
globalise, we must be in tune with the others”. 

At 46 per cent, the rate of corporate tax is one of the highest in the world 
and It affects competitiveness, expwslon and diversification, according to 
Ficci. Rcci has suggested that this rate be reduced to 35 per cent and 
stabilised at 30 per cent over the next 2 to 3 years and it adds that surcharge 
be dispensed with immediately. Ficci has also suggested that tax rates on 
Capital gains for domestic companies should be brought at par with those 
for Fils. In any case, tax on long term capital gains shoqkl be reduced 
from 30 per cent to 20. 

In case Income from dividend has to be taxed, Ficci has suggested that 
the payment of dividend should be at par with that of interest on borrowings 
for the purpose of deductions while computing profits. Interests on time 
deposits should be withdrawn and TDS should be required only on actual 
payment of interest on time deposits or when such fixed time deposits are 
rervew^. It is also suggested that a uniform limit of Rs. 10,000 be provided 
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for TDS requirement in resjpect of interest and dividend incomes in terms 
of Section 193, 194 and i94A. 

On the hybrid system of accounting, Red has said discontinuing it as a 
rule of law might be construed as violation of the fundamantal rights to 
carry out business. It says accounting standards should only be framed by 
the government after consulting professional bodies. 

The turnover limit of Rs 40 lakh for compulsory audit of accounts under 
Section 44AB should be hiked to at least, Rs 1 crore. On Indirect taxes, 
it has called for the setting up of a Settlement Commission and a Tariff 
Commission. It has also suggests rule 9 of the Customs Valuation Rules, 
1988, be amended. 

Source : Economic Times, dated 5-5-1995 


SC ruling on Income-tax time extension 

In a recent judgment, the Supreme Court has held that an Income tax officer 
is bound to consider the applications made by assessees under Section 138(2) 
of the Income-tax Act asking for extension of time after expiry of the period 
prescribed to file Income tax returns. 

It has been held that once the assessee makes an application for extension 
of time to the ITO, it becomes his duty to either grant it or reject it. “Once 
the assessee called upon the ITO to exercise his discretion it was not open 
to him to Ignore that request and not to pass any order thereon.” 

The issue came up before two judges bench of the Supreme Court when 
the partners of Ajanta Electricals, a partnership firm in Punjab, were slapped 
a penalty for filing late returns despite their moving application to the ITO 
for extention of the time to file their returns. 

Justice B P Jeevan Reddy and GT Nanavati said that if Section 138(2) is 
read eJongwith Rule 13 and Form No. 6 it becomes clear that an application 
for extension could be made even after the period allowed originally or 
as a result of extensipn granted had expired. 

It was held that “keeping in mind the object of giving discretion to the ITO 
and the consequences that were to follow from not filing the return within 
time, we see ngj justification for reading into the section any limitation 
to the effect that no application could be made after the time allowed had 
expired. We seen no reason to construe the section so narrowly.” 

Source : Financial Express, dated 13-5-1995 

PM may preview Cq^Bill by month-end 

The Union LawMinistry exjaects the Prime Minister to preview the recodified 
Companies Bill by the end of the month. 
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The Law Ministry, which has sought time trom the Prime Minister to make 
a presentation on the BlU, expects to be grilled on specific provisions in 
it for managerial remuneration, inter-corporate ;investments and non-voting 
shares. Once the Lok Sabha is able to dispense with the demand or grants 
by the various ministries and political issues, the Prime Minster’s Office 
(PMO) is likely to slot a day for brainstorming on the Bill, said sources. 

The Department of Company Affairs (DCA), which has worked on the draft, 
had originedty prepared a slide presentation for the Prime Minister, Narasimha 
Rao retains the law and Justice portfolio, with H R Bhardwaj, as his minister 
for state and will consequently have to vet the draft bill, before it is sent 
to the Cabinet. 

Sources say the slide presentation presented by the DCA, may not be called 
for and the PMO nr^ay simply want a long discussion on some ticklish Issues 
that had raised protests from industry before. If the Prime Minister is satisfied 
with the draft, it will be set to the Cabinet for its approval, before being 
placed before the parliament. 

Opinion is divided within the ministry on whether the Bill may be readied 
before the session ends on June 1. The pessimists still feel the draft Bill 
may miss the Budget session. Other Shastri Bhavan sources point out that 
the PMO had already studied the draft and returned it to the legislative 
wing of the Law Ministry last month. Only some clarifications to “queries 
raised" by the PMO, need to be Issued. 

The Prime minister’s Office is believed to have sent word that it would like 
clarifications on provisions in the Bill for intercorporate investments, managerial 
remuneration and non-voting shares. 

While the draft was being readied last year. Industry lobbies had raised quite 
a bit of dust over ail three provisions. The draft is believed to have overridden 
the industry pleas for raising the ceiling for inter-corporate, investments and 
managerial remuneration. Industry associations and the key chambers of 
commerce have for a long time been urging the Centre to allow them to 
plough more of their surplus into other coporates. 

Section 370 and 372 of the Companies Act 1956 now allows a company 
to used 30 per cent of its share capital and free resgfves to buy shares 
In another company. The Investing company may plouglvVKother 30 percent 
of its share capital and free reserves into another company as loans. The 
friendly corporate raider is, however, not allowed to buy into more than 
30 per cent of any company's share capital. 

The law ministry had been toying with the idea of clubbing Sections 370 
and 372, so that inter-corporate Investments, be they loans or share 
purchases, could total 60 per cent of a company's share capital and free 
reserves. Ultimately, however, the 30 per cent celling is believed to have 
stayed. 
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Both the Companies Act 1956 and the Companies Bill 1993 allow the 
Centre to determine a maximum limit that can be paid to who^-time and 
non-working directors of a company as remuneration. In July last year the 
Department of Company Affairs (DCA) raised the remuneration limit to 
two per cent of a company’s net profit from one per cent earlier. Industry, 
however, would prefer the right to determine remuneration limits. 

Source Financial Express, dated 13-5-1995 


Professional bodies unhappy over TDS 

The Bombay Chartered Accountants Society (BCAS) and 17 other profes- 
sional associations have made a representation to the finance minister, Dr 
Manmohan Singh, against the tax deduction at source (TDS) scheme. 

This scheme was proposed by the Finance Bill of 1995. 

Among the signatories to the representation are the Chamber of Income- 
tax Consultants, the Indian Merchants Chamber, the Indian Medical 
Association, the All India Federation of tax Practitioners and the Bar Counsil 
of Maharastra emd Goa. 

Calling the proposed deduction (presently at rate of 10 per cent) “grossly" 
the representation states that the TDS scheme will involve an enormous 
amount of unproductive paperwork, increase the expenses of professionals, 
companies and financial institutions and add to the work of the income- 
tax department. 

BSAS has pointed out that the Rhance Bill’s proposal that Income from 
business or other sources should be computed in accordance with either 
the cash or mercantile system of accounting from year to year, might result 
in difficulties for certain classes of assesses. Therefore, suggests BCAS, the 
notification of accounting standards should be replaced by allowing alter- 
natives where possible. 




Source ; Economic Times, dated 11-5-1995 
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Rs 13-cr 1-T recovered in stock scam case 

The Union Government has been able to recover income-tax amounting to only 
Rs. 13.07 crore from the persons and companies notified in the securities scaun 
related cases against ttie total demand raised of whooping Rs. 8,468.27 crore - 
which is more than the country’s budget deficit of Rs. 6000 crore in 1994-95. 

Out of the total recovery of Rs. 13.07 core as much as Rs. 12.29 crore has been 
paid by the Fairgrowth Financial Services Limited. The income tauc recovery from 
individuals has remained dismal. 

% 

As per the income tax demand raised by the Income Tax Department, Harshad 
S Mehta has to cougn up Rs 3648 crore as income-tax for the assessment years 
from 1988-89 to 1992-93. The Department, however, has not yet been able to 
recover any money from Mehta. This was stated by the Minister of State for 
Finance M V Chandrashekara Murthy in reply to a Parllciment question relating to 
recovery of income-tax from accused of securities scam. 

The Harshad Mehta group as a whole, which Include family members and various 
companies owned by the group, the total income tax due cimounts to Rs 5578 
crore. The Income Tax Department’s record of collecting the dues has remained 
far from impressive. The tax collectors were able to recover only Rs 18.52 lakh 
against the demand raised which run into thousands of crore. 

Among the group companies of the Mehta Group, the biggest amount is due from 
Growomore Research and Asset Management Ltd amounting to Rs. 291 crore 
followed by Cascade Holdings Ltd. (Rs. 155 crore). 

After Harshad Mehta, the largest amount is due from Hiten P Dala, who had to 
pay Rs 1 273 crore to clear his income tax dues for assessment years ranging from 
1988-89 to 1992-93. The Bhupen Dalai Group, which include individual and the 
companies, owe Rs 2831 crore to the exchequer. Interestingly, unlike others 
notified in the scam related cases. Bhupen Dalai as an individual has the distirv:tion 
of paying the income-tax amounting to Fis. 58.38 lakh for the assessment' year 
1990-91. But that was the only amount v^ich the Bhupen Dalai Group paid as 
income tax for several assessment years. 

Apart Harshad Mehta and Bhupen Dalai Groups, the biggest amourrMg due from 
Fairgrowth Rnanclal Services Limited tFFSL) amounting to Rs 58.65 crore for 
assessment years 1991-92 and 1 992-93. The FFSL, however, had paid Rs 12.29 
crore as incomcTtax. And this was the highest amount paid as tax from among the 
persons and the companies notified in the scam related cases. The total amount 
due from persons other than those belonging to these group was Rs 58.93 crore 
out of w^ich Rs 12.30 crore had been paid. 

Source ; Financial Express dated, 27-5-1 995 
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Tax Bar Association 
Durg-491001 (M.P.) 

The Bection of the Tax Bar Association Durg (M.P.) for the financial year 95-96 
& 96-97 was held on 30-4-1995. Following office bearer hawe elected 
anonimously. Name of the office bearers arc as under :- 


Shri. D.K. Dixit, Advocate 

President 

Shri. B.P. Waghela, C.A 

Vicc-FYesident 

Shri. B.R. Yadav, Advocate. 

u 

Shri K.C. Deshmukh, Advocate 

Secretary 

Shri. Pannalal Jain, Advocate 

Joint-secretary 

Shri. Nirmal Kothari, Advocate 

t* 

Shri. Shrichand Lekhwani, C.A. 

Treasurer 

Shri. H.C. Bafna, l.Tax-Consuhant 

Shri. Mool Chand Jain, Advocate 

Shri. Shantilal Jain, Advocate 

Shri. Santosh Pincha, Tax-Consultant 

Shri. Vinod Patni, Tax-Consultant 

Shri. S.D. Rathi, C.A. 

Shri. Dilip Jain, Advocate 

Shri Anil Bhawsar, Tax-Consultant 

Executive Members 

(1 

{( 

(1 

(i 

t4 
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Delays in tax remittances to RBI flayed by CBDT 

panel 


The Monitoring Committee of Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT), 
Bombay Zone, has objected to the delay In remittances of tax collection 
to the Reserve Bank of India (RBO by the four public sector banks. In 1994- 
95 the delayed remlttanrcs amounted to Rs. 270.77 > rorc. 


Accoiiiing to the Commiilee, tht delayed lemlttctnce of Rs. 10 lakh and 
above for more than ten days for the year 1994-95 by the four public banks 
amounted to 2.96 per cent of the gross tax collection of Rs. 9160.66 crore. 


These four public sector banks which are authorised by the government 
to collect public revenue include State Bank of India (SBl), Bank of Baroda 
(BOB), Bank of India (BOl). 

KBS Chopra, Chief Controller of Accounts, CBDT, Bombay told FENS that 
the banks are supposed to remit the amount to RBI at the shortest time 
period which Is three days from the date of realisation of amount for local 
cheques and nine days in case of outstatlon cheques. 


“But it has been observed the banks take advantage of the limit granted 
to them and as a result, the government has to suffer the losses,” Chopra 
said. He confirmed that almost every bank has defaulted in providing 
remittances on time in the previous financial year. 

Delay in remittances by BOI in 80 items amounted to Rs. 83.45 crore 
between April 1994 and March 1995. In the same period, SBl defaulted 
in 85 items amounting to Rs 103.11 crore. Whereas, CBI and BOB delayed 
remittances to the tune of Rs. 66.08 crore and Rs. 18.13crorc, respectively. 

Source : Financial Express, dated 9-6-1995 


TN mops up 40 pc more TDS In 1994-95 

A total of Rs 410 crore was collected through the deduction at|purce (TDS) 
during 1994-95 as compared to Rs. 290 crore last year registering an 
increase of 40 per cent. 

Disclosing this at a seminar on “Tax deduction at source” organised by 
the Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCQ here on Friday. K Subramaniam, 
Chief Commissioner, Income-tax (Madras Circle), said the scope of Section 
194C has been extended now to professional services too and the TDS 
originally confined to salaries and dividends now includes conveyance and 
lezive travel concessions. 
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Subramzuilam felt that it was importzuit that corporate entities realise the 
importance of compliance with tax norms on their own. 

It was all the more necessary since in India less than one per cent of the 
population happened to be assessees against payment of tax by about 50 
per cent of the population in the advanced countries. 

He said that as per the study made by the Finance Ministry, when various 
exemptions and incentives were taken into consideration, the companies 
were paying an effective tax of 19.7 per cent of their income or profit. 

Subramaniam admitted that there had been a delay in allotting a permanent 
account number (PAN) due to technical reasons. He appealed to assessee 
to submit the concerned forms to get PAN. 

At the all-India level the department collected a total amount of Rs. 27,000 
crore in 1994-95 as compared to Rs. 19,300 crore last year. Subramanlan 
however lamented that the corporate sector had by and large not responded 
well, showing an increase of only five per cent. 

He admitted that there has been a delay in the issuance of refunds and 
requested tax payers to bring instances to the notice of senior officials of 
the Income Tax Department. For expediting administrative process in this 
regard, he said that it have been proposed that Assistant Commissioners 
of Income Tax be appointed as Refund Officers. 

T N Manoharan of Manoharan Chowdhary and Associates presented a paper 
on the procedural aspects of TDS, R Sekhar of ITI Pioneer AMC Ltd on 
the substantive provisions of TDS, S Vijayaraghavan of Essveeyar spoke 
at length on the interest in I-T law. 

Source : Financial Express, dated 11-6-1995 



199 ^ 


QUERES AND THEIR REPLIES 


1 


Q Queries and Their Replies^ 


Query No. 1 

Arrears of rent received • Assessment of 

After the assessment on the Income from property on the basis of rent 
receivable, the rental was increased from a retrospective date and some 
arrears of rent were received in the current year. Can the arrears received 
now be taxed In the hands of the assessee. 

Reply 

Income from property is taxable on annual letting value or the rent 
receivable/received whichever is higher. If arrears of rent are received in 
a later year, the same cannot be assessed as the Income from property. 
There is no provision for such assessment of the arrears of rent for an 
earlier year if the assessment has already been made. If the earlier year 
assessment has not been made, the same can be made new if there Is time 
limit for the same Reassessment proceedings can also be initiated at the 
ITO. within the four comers of law. 

Query No. 2 

Compensation for Injury of an employee 

Where an employee receives compensation from the employer for an injury 
suffered by the employee while on duty, can this compensation be brought 
to tax in the hands of the employee. 

Reply 

Such a compensation is not in the nature of salary but as the Injury is suffered 
in the course of duty, the same can be treated as “Profit in lieu of salary”. 
If some expenditure is Incurred for treating the Injury, only the net compensation 
can be' brought to tax. Where the expenditure is more than the compen- 
sation, nothing will be chargeable to tax. 

^ Query No. 3 

Deduction under section 80C 

A person pays premium for Insurance in March, 94 but the UC issues a 
policy after some delay In the month of May. When can he claim deduction 
under section 80C of the Income-tax Act ? 

Reply 

Deduction under section 80C is allowable in the year of payment pf premium 
out of tax payers income. The detkiction will therefore be allowable In the 
assessment year 1995*96. the fact diat the policy has been issued in the 
next year is not relevant for bie purpose. 



2 


TAXATION - MAGAZINE - QUERIES - PART - II 


IVoLlI 


Query No. 4 |g 

Dissolution of firm ^ 

Partners of a firm decide to convert the business into that of a limit 
company. In the process, the firm has to be dissolved and the assets 
the firm have to be transferred to the compamy. Will this transaction resi 
in capital gains? if so, in whose hands? 

Reply 

With effect from 1-4-1988, section 45 was amended and its sub-sectl< 
(4) provides that if the capital assets of the firm are transferred on dissolutia 
or otherwise, the firm will have to pay capital gains by taking the fair mark 
value of asset as the full consideration for transfer. Before the amendmei 
the legal position was that such transaction does not^result in transfer 
the asset goes to the partner. 

Query No. 5 

Maruti Car received in a lucky draw ' 

The State Government holds a lucky draw for persons making small savings 
The person getting first price is given a Maruti car which costs Rs. 1 ,80,00 
Is it taxable ? 

Reply 

Yes. The car is received in a lucky draw and thus covered under scctioi 
2(24}(ix) of the Income-tax Act. In the case of K.C. Suresh : 199 ITR 265 
the Kerala High Court held that the value of car was taxable. j 

Query No. 6 

Return of 80CCB investment 

Under section 80CCB, the tax payer gets a deduction upto Rs. 10, -O' 
in the year of investment. It is also provided that when the capital or Interer 
is returned the same shall be taxable in the hands of the investor. It Is nc 
clear whether the capital invested will also be brought to tax at the timj 
of return ? 

Reply 

Section 80CCB clearly provides that the amount deducted from total inconu 
will be taxed when the amount is returned to the investor. The only sna 
In law is that the definition of ‘income’ has not been amended to includt 
this ‘sum’ and a tax-payer can challenge its taxation by filing a writ ani 
challenging the provision. However, as far as the law is concerned, it doai 
provide for the taxation of the amount Invested under section 80CCB o« 
its return to the Investor. 

Query No. 7 , — 

Taxation of additional compensation on land acquisition and taxablUtf 
of interest allowed on such enhanced compensation. 
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5 | 

iason receives enhanced compensation on acquisition of land after 
sral years of the receipt of original compensation a$ a result of the orders 
nd acquisition offlcer/District Court/High Court. Interest is also received 
the additional compensation. How is the additional compensation to 
axed^ What is the way of taxing the amount of interest received from 
3 to time? What happens if the amount of compensation is enhanced 
later on it is reduced ? 

ply 

:tIon 45(5) makes provision for taxing the additional compensation as 
lital gains. The compensation av.'arded in the first Instance shall be 
Bssable in the year of first transfer and any additional compensation in 
respective year of receipt instead of the year in the transfer of the capltd 
et. For working out the capital gains, the cost of acquisition in the hands 
the receiver of the additional compensation will be deemed to be nil. 

e interest allowed by a court order Is taxable In the year of the order 
ssed by the court. It may be stated that agricultural land is not capital 
set and hence sale of such land does not give rise to capital gains. 

a case where an Intermediate authority allows an enhanced compensation, 
t appeal against such order Is pending, the recipient may wait till the 
ipute is settled. Where the additional amount is once taxed, it is difficult 
get it rectified except to the extent it falls under section 154. 

uery No. 8 

le/t of car - Position of depreciation on new car 

businessman’s car in which depreciation has been claimed from year to 
jar has been stolen. The WDV of the car is Rs. 60,000 and the Insurance 
>mpany pays Rs. 1 lac for the car stolen, what will be the position for 
ix purpose if (1) no new asset in the block is acquired in the accounting 
2 ar; or if (ii) a car is purchased for Rs. 2 lacks in the accounting year 
self. 

Icpiy 

rovislons of section 50 of the Income-tax Act will be relevant, 

) In the first situation, the provision of section 50(2) will apply and short 
Bim capital gain will become chargeable on Rs. 1,00,000 - Rs. 60,000 
• Rs. 40,000. 

ii) In the second situation, the WDV of the block will be worked out as 
)elow ; 

?s. 1 lac - Rs.60,000 + Rs. 2,00,000 - Rs. 1,40,000. Depreciation will 
3 c allowable on this as written down value. 







